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Name* | A. H. Be lmoni. 
EOD November 30, 1936 



Titlez Assistant Director 
Grade* GS-17 y at $13,400 



INSPECTOR VAN PELT* Although some delinquencies were found 
during the inspection, the over-all operations mere generally 
satisfactory. Mr. Belmont impressed Inspector as being hard 
driving but well liked and having a high degree of initiative, 
foresight and planning ability. He seemed to be discharging 
his responsibilities with particular competence. He advised 
he has no personal problems and is available. 



RECOMMENDATION* 



None . . 



strictly informative. 
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Copy 62 



TO 



Mr. Mohr 



DATE: June 8, 1954 



PROM 



: H. L. Edwards 



SUBJECT: NATIONALIST PARTY OP PU^HrICO (NPPR) 
INTERNAL SECURITY-N J _ ' / 
COMMENDATION MATTER / £$ £* f/^4M 

On 5-26-54, 11 subjects in the above«-captioned case were 
apprehended by Bureau Agents as a result of indictments returned, 
by Federal Grand Juries on 5-25-5^ charging subjects with seditious 
conspiracy; 6 subjects were Arrested in Chicago;. 4 in New York and ' 
1 in San Juan; 6 other subjects were already in custody. 



SAC Chicago by letter 5~26-5^ recommend ed AS * s \ 
(presently assigned New York City) and [ 



\, be reallocated from Grade GS-10 to - Grade QS-I1 and a fforded 

meritorious salary increases and 'that SA | | be 

>K^- afforded a meritorious "salary increase f or their exc ell ent effor ts 



be 

b7C 



in this case. According to the SAC> SA ! sJ 



and 



did: 



an outstanding job in identifying and locating, individual NPPR 
members as well as securing valuable information concerning^ the si- * 
organization on a nation-wide basis.. These two Agents assisted in 
the\deyelopment of three confidential" informants who have tieen of 
great value to the Ch icago Office in investigating ^activities of 
the. NPPR. SA | | also assisted in handling a fourth informant 
concerning, this case-. Both Agents have performed in an outstanding 
manner in developing pertinent information *cdncerning the NPPR, in the 
-serving of subpoenas on NPPR members and in the apprehension of the 
subjects in the Chicago area referred* to above. They have demonstrated 
unusual skill in handling the above T mentiohed informants and both 
testified in a creditable manner before the Federal Grand Jury:in 
New York City concerning activities of the NPPR. SAC Chicago stated 
much of the successful coverage of the NPPR can be attributed 'to the 




Supervisor in.the Chicago Office andwas responsible for trie immediate 
supervision of surveillance's of Chicago .NPPR members, for the 
servings of subpoenas oh certain members, and for the locating- and \ 
apprehension o f those tnembers arrested in Chicago on 5-26-54. He 
stated atha SA I ) had performed his duties in an excellent mariner 
andhad voluntarily contriuted many hours of overtime <in connection 
with the program. In addition the SAC Chicago recommended . that 
SA 



be 

b7C 



} 



be commended by letter for his exemplary services 

in handling many of the administrative details concerning the serving 
of subpoenas ofi numbers of the NPPR in Chicago as well* as, the 
apprehension of 6 subjects. In addition the SAC recommended that a . 
general letter of Commendation be directed to the Chicago Office 
commending the other Agents who participated commendably ,in this casa 
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SAC New York by teletype 6-1-54, recommended that a general 
letter of commendation "be directed to the New York Office with copies 
of such letters to "be placed in the personnel files of those employees 
who partici pated in the investigation of the case in the New York. 
Division. ** 

blC 

SAC San Juan bv letter 5-26-5^, recommended that SA's 



. sac; san Juan dv lezzer ^-zo-^f , recommended rnar sa-s 

I \ Donald 0* Whiting j-.| |, 



and I I receive letters of commendation ror -cneir spenaid 

performance in apprehending one of the subjects 'of the NPPR. On* 5-26-54, 
he pointed out that, the arrest was made smoothly although it pc cured 
in, the midst of a stronghold of r the Nationalist Party. All of ! the **. 
Agents were considered to have performed with discretion and dispatch. 

be 
Recommendations of the Domestic Intelligence Division , ; b7c 

In a memorandu m from, Mr, B elm ont to Mr . Boardman 6-3-54, it 
was recommended that SA ! s I | and | I of the Chicago Office 
be reallocated to Graide GS-l l but th at they not bo afforded meritorious 
salary increases and -that SA l ~J of ^ e Chacago Office not receive 
a meritorious, salary increase but that he commended^ by letter instead. 
The othe'r recommendations of the SAC's in Chicage, New; York, and San 
Juan concerning letters of commendation for employees who. .participated 
in this case were- concurred in . Tt was also recommended that letters 
of commendation be directed to the Special Agents in Charge of the 
Chicago, New York and San Juan Offices . In addition it was. recommended 
that'SA Jack C. f Spencer who supervised the case at the Seat of 
Government be afforded a merito rio us salary increase and the Clerical 
employees, | | and I I be commended by * 

letter for their splendid services in handling, this case./ It was ^ r 
pointed out that SA Spencer has supervised the case at the, Seat of - " 
Government since S^l-S^** and in that capacity assisted in preparing 
plans for the serving of subpoenas on NPPR /members in New York and 
Chicago, He made a valuable suggestion concerning the preparation and 
use of Consent to Search Forms in connection, with tHe serving of 
subpoenas-. He has issued current ,and concise instructions to the field'' 
concerning various phases of the investigation. He assisted in con- 
ferences with .members of the Department as well .as in the planning 
preceding the actual arrests of the subjects as set out above., He 
supervised arid coordinated the. preparation of a b?ief oft the NPPR for 
the possible use off the Director, in the event he should be called to 
testify before a Congressional Committee.. He has * consistently per- 
formed many hours of voluntary overtime in connection with the case.- 
He willingly gave up annual leave which had been scheduled and 
approved in order to contin ue hand lin g this m atter. It Tr as also pointed 
out that clerical employees | "| and ] I had contributed a con- 
siderable amount of voluntary overtime in insuring that the cleripal 
and stenographic work pertaining to this case was promptly handled. 

be 

Bureau Record of SA*s | | and Spencer b7c 



SA | \ entered on duty 2 -18-52, and is presently 
in grade GS-10, $!>y;>0 per annum. SA | | entered on duty 3-17~52, 
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£.ni is presently in Grade GS-10, $5750 per annum. Their services have 
"been satisfactory and no administrative action has been taken against 
them. They would normally be due for consideration for reallocation to- 
Grade GS-11 on 2-18-55 and 3-17 -55> respectively. SA Spencer entered 
on duty on 8-10-42, and is presently in Grade GS-13* $8560, per annum 
His services have been generally satisfactory, however, he was censured 
in 3-23-54 for a deficiency in his supervision of the case involving* 
the Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico. This deficiency involved an 
undue delay- in disseminating information brought to the attention of 
the Bureau concerning an allegation that nn attempt would be made on 
the life of a United States Senator. It will be note,d that SA Spencer 
was recommended for al letter of commendation on April .28, 1954, as 
a result of his supervision of this case. However, in my* memorandum 
to you dated May 3> 1954, it was recommended that he not be commended 
in view of the recent administrative action taken against him in 
connection with the same case. This recommendation was approved by the 
Director. 

RECOMMENDATIONS' OP THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION be 

b7C 

In view of the foregoing it is recommended: 



t , (1). That SA's | I and I |, 

I It be reallocated from Grade GS-10,- $5750 per annum to , Grade GS-11, 
$5940 per annum and that they- be advised of their reallocation in the 
form of a commendatory letter* It is not felt that -they shojild receive 
meritorious salary increases in addition to reallocation • 



bo 
b7C 



(2) That SA I I not receive a meritorious 

salary increase since there is no indication that he exceeded the 
normal requirements of his position but, that he be commended by letter 
instead. 



be 

b7C 



(3) That SA I ~l be commended by letter and that 
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a general letter be directed to the Chicago Office commending that 
SAC and the other Agents who participated in this case # 



(4) That a letter of commendation be directed to the New 
York Office commending the SAC arid the other personnel of that office 
who participated in this case ♦ - * . 



he 

hlC 



fn - (5) ThatSAtsI L .Donald '0. 

Whiting, T I and | I of the San Juan Office 

be commended by letter and that a letter be directed to the SAC of 
that office commending him and, the office generally for the success- 
ful results accomplished in the case^ " 



(6) That SA Jack*C, Spencer not be; afforded a meritorious 
salary increase since he was censured- ,as recently as 3-23-54,, in^ 
connection with this same case but that he be commended by letter 
instead. - - - 



DO 

b7C 



( 8 7V Th at clerical employees, Mrs . 



renaerea # 



be commended for the valuable assistance, they 



1 arid 
key, 
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"ADDENDUM: (SIZOO 6-10-54) 

* * " * 

oo 3c ft spite of the letter of censure which -SA Spencer received 
on 3-23-54, I believe - :a meritorious increase is'warrented in view of 
the work he did on the brief on the NPPR, his all-round excellence 
in, the supervision .and coordination of the NPPR^ihvestigation, and 
the contribution of his own time (his overtime ranged from 3 hours, 

?LK nU ^ft. per ^ lnonth in A P ril > 1954. to 5 hours, 58 minutes in March, 
„???)> I. therefore recommend a meritorious salary increade from 
GS-13, $8560, to GS-13, $8760. 



I also recommend letters of commendation to Assistant 
Director Belmont and Section Chief P. J. Baumgardner of the Internal 
-Security, Section in view of the effective supervision which was • 
given- NPPR' matters by Belmont and Baumgardner and the* close ' 
coordination which\taas personally given to the apprehension of thev 
subjects on 5-26-54' by both of -these man., 



he 
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PERMANENT' BRIEFS OF THE PERSONNEL FILES OF SA»S 
AND' SPENCER ARE ATTACHED. 
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TO : D. M.. Laddj Y ~*~"" ^ ^^~MTEl T^^F^oTl^ 
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J- DETAIES : 

f-' "■ in i 

By teletype at 8:i[$ p*itu tfn ; Saturday^ January 21}., 
% ? X9$3, the' Baltimore Office advised that Baltimore and Ohio 

^ Passenger Train Nb«, k struck a -tie on the track under Bridge 

"Ncu B~l, Curtis Bay Junction, Baltimore, Maryland^ at 11:03 
C\ ■ *• *&• that date^ This* teletype; stated that investigation 
^ was under way* At 10:55 a„itw, Sunday, sfanuary 25:, 1953* 
pursuant to my instructions, the Agent on Sunday duty in, 
*j * the Domestic Intelligence division: telephonic ally instructed- 
^ the Baltimore Office that this case whbuld be investigated 
s; thoroughly and promptly and that the Bureau should be 
X ,_ advised of all pertinent developments * 
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PROM ; U> H. Belmont 

SUBJECT-: ATTEMPTED DERAILMENT OF B & 0. TRAIN N0» 1| 

UNDER B-l BRIDGE, CURTIS BAY JUNCTION . , ^ 

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND, JANUARY 21}, 1953^ - f d 

^FEDERAL TRAIN WRECK STATUTE ' w ^N> 

SYNOPSIS : 

This case first brought, to the attention df Domestic 
Intelligence Division by Baltimore teletype 8:^ p # ni», 
Saturday, January 2ij,, 1953 i .which furnished facts and, stated 
case under investigation, Baltimore .officer telephonically 
instructed, 10:55 aa?u, Sunday; January 25,. 1953> to -conduct 
prompt thorough investigation and to keep Bureau advised: of * 
pertinent developments* Facta concerning identification of 
subjects furnished by^ Baltimore Office, 'by telephone at 
5:15 '.P*m^i ^January 27, 1<?53 i and by teletype, same date, 
did iipt indicate that first admission by subject Freeman 
w^s obtained by B; & 6 Railroad Police*/ Baltimore was 
galled evening of January ,2£> when publicity credited; 
police with confession of subject "and reiterated facts? 
previously /furnished and stated press-release had been 
issued #: r should have specifically Questioned Baltimore -_ 
aa to full f a6ts then* 

PURPOSE : _ 

T.Q. advisee ypu concerning the- handling pf this- 
case by fche Domestic Intelligence, JDi^ision* 



w _• _ 











On the evening or January 27, 195>3* SAC 
Alden called from Baltimore and advised the Domestic 
Intelligence Division that Jopseh ,Thoaas Freeman, Lynn 
Bailey and Seymour Bowie .had been identified as the 
subjects In this case, had been interviewed and that 
the United, States Attorney had declined pros ecution. 

In view of the fact that Mr.^ Alden desired 
to make a press release he was referred to Mi*. McGuire. 
In that regard Mr, Alden advised that the tfacts would 
be submitted by teletype and by airtel. A, teletype 
from the Baltimore Office at 7;1|1 j>.m./ January 27, 
19i?3> and an airtel oil the same/ date furnished inform 
mation to the effect thai; the subjects had been Inter- 
viewed on January 27 > X953, by Bureau, Agents and that 
subject ^Freeman had admitted placing the railroad tie 
on thfe track and had implicated the other two. A 
signed statement had he en obtained from Freeman* The 
other two denied complicity. The facts Were presented 
, to the United States Attorney who declined. None of 
these communications furnished any information to the 
effect that the original admission in this case from * 
the subject Freeman had been obtained from the B & / 
Railroad Police. 

pn the evening of January 27, i$$3, I 
discussed this matter with Mr. McGuire since it 
appeared that the Baltimore Office had, not issued 
a press release until aftei? a press release; had 
been Issued by local authorities in Baltimore I 
Pursuant to this conversation MrU McGtiire again 
talked to Mr. Alden. j 

It was the duty of the Domestic Intelligence 
Bi vision to get the true facts concerning this matter. 
I should have realized from the publicity that something 
was wrong with the facts: furnished by Baltimore and 
should' have immediately telephoned Baltimore to get 
complete details. * 

RECOMMENDATION; 

We have previously recommended a letter of 
censure for the Baltimore Office for failure to push 
this case* In view of my failure to properly sense 
this situation and challenge the details furnished by 
Baltimore, I recommend that I receive a letter of cen£mg>g£* 

DIRECTORS NOTATION: w OK. n H* 
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Mr* AZan #♦ rclnont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington? Dm Cm 



Dope Ur* lelmpnt: 






Jn connection ta^frA t&c natter involving 
infiltration of the United Nations by subversive 
American citizens <> 1 &avc noted that the Domestic 
Intelligence Division failed to take prqmpt and 
appropriate action with respect to the inadequate 
identifying data appearing in lists containing 
names Qf American employees of the United Nations 
which were submitted $y another government agency 
in January &nd October 195,2? respectively* The 
failure to promptly bring the attention df the 
agency submitting thede lists to the fact that 
the data contained therein was inadequate for 
itame check purposes was inexcusable and indicates 
that you and your subordinates were certainly 
not as alert in this instance as you should have 
been f 

X will expett that the appropriate action^ 
will be taken in your division to insure that 
natters such as fhi$ arc properly handled in the 
future so that there will he no necessity of ny ~° 
haying to again call a delinquency of this \naiure -v 
to your attention* 
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I'r* Man E* Belmont 

Federdt Buveaii of XnvestigaiiorL 

Washington^ #• <?* 



Dear &r* $elmonti 




on „... 
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My r attention has been called to the exceedingly 

rehensible fashion in bhich the loyalty investigation of \ I 

I L appointee to tjte Office of Assistant United Stages 

Attorney fop the CoUil^ern district of &§& Tor%* was fondled *in 
"the field and supervised by the Dc^Qsifc In%el%igence !#vi&foyi. 
The, initial investigation conducted in *6hia xza$tSr was- inddeguate^ 
$nd even so the investigative report was delayed beyond the dead- 
line previously set* Tet y jaheri instructions were prepared for 
transmittal to' the $$3 forjt Office concerning the additional 
investigation needed, otie of your subordinates permitted thiB 
cbmnwiicatiojt to he delated &i& days "by his faiZur& to plronptiy 
review and ofigrove it* f 

Zt is your responsibility to nche certain, th&t the 
supervisory personnel in your division carry 6ut their respon^ 
Sibfliiies afthojii delay and this* was certainly not true iri this 
case* I shall, expect you to ttike itmediat& measures to prevent 
any further Adelingueiicies of this nature* 



Very- truly yours > 

?% Edgar Hoove 
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*M$C3t t» s"^es Q*a%„nt£ tzorkto? 4>i ^^cUttn $U -esse** Lzrtftv 

cc: Pepsannel ^file SA J*flliam Harland Thomas 
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icsra aoffc <&{$• #. revtta of in* e&rcZ oitpt riscs-te $&a£ a 
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aa»* /o** her twtnar feSrt- r&s*$tjL\f pa$ee4 caaj?*. %n&4? ih* 

ct»3 r42?oa«f^si<i5? r«rais 902ejt# titth *&£ea# $ho&aa- bccoxtm 
<ff ht$ failure to £?,*ic&te hi* 'titer* *«js «??*!£*« #&*$ 
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received &$ f$d l.ureait «» Mctahr v, JkD& 9 «uz& reviewed in s&e 
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0tffMr<t?0r« 0pco|/iff Ungear 4ct£<Mrr&i<t? tt.s* jukj*£«i- £#Stafifiq&&>» 
jB$pZ$.n&t$<sh t*. cptiik%$$fe$&exk* . 
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*&* &$ca*t4 ^tfera *ss *5*y caw ft<*&*z«;d, J „ 

•b / C 

■JtZpi- tihorb C% tttck G* I „ „ „ l -tefoXSld &<i* Hat h* Wilt 

.4&tQ%tii &>t&trj thrcz& t$ic& tenuit y 'h&ait ftito $tr* vtoolcp - 

t* c* tftws^ii fei«" £s£«s*S£ ££? ens kc$iz# thp&t -s^iterz **#«► • 
Gy£r£»2 *«s?«3*a#* i»*5ftr.*<dii. Afsfifel/* £* «<C* &f> efteclr^l tb%* 
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FROM : H. ff. CLSGff t '^ - , . - , , ' •*$££-*£ 

su^ect, amtutKB :r mntwaiais by nsraum uataa* •£ -- 

CITIZENS; - IHfERHAI. SECURITY - fi J <-« 



^ l/W/5J. fSS l- SJ*;/ly ^ 1950 

* to follow infiltration of «g by gtojrjluj An Jjioajs.^rt^ 
*v wrote State department on 10/11/51 l°l b ™]2JL\lur files. State . 
■X employees 0/ UN in crdjr ^^^^^^^5^ same ^incomplete - 
» /urnished lists and other Ojta o» V5/5£ 8 „onewas made. Espionage 
and inadequate /or proper search and *™« » *J data /urnis hed was 

Section, however, did not «**"?*?!! *S;j t *o! wrote Justice Depart- 
inadequate for our purposes, fspionaoe section w gtate> 

- ment on U?6/*2 and suggested latt er .f **** £ e £;f/ 5 2. state Depart- 
D Justice Department wrote State to th \%%% 2 ° n r %l' r ^ e l t0 the data 
t^ment answered Justice ^P^rtment on fl J/;%g* WJJJJ t correlate 

} tney could not be properly *** r J*JJ*V l 7 o/ 12/2H/52 State Department 

IMfe^ 

|««)L: State declared it, ™*J«tood ^1 was con « g^ sJwd 

operations' ojcoasvs o/ data s u 5"^*^f ; t _^ of a * e a2s0 d&clared that 
us on^<S?g/5a and in ^/{/I^^Le to Jfrnishin the near future 

flit was^lclgiff t* ?l?i d :itt?StnS data. »• TOSCO list was 
an alpkabeticcEt list with *»f nt *^J**^rz,"I p It wo « initialed for 
not searched fc> us becaus* i ^?L^o resigned on 12/31/5*. 
/tie by /orme^SA ^^G'^f ^ o/ the Inadequacy o/ this. .. . 
£sptort* c-e Section did not aaut-s e zyL^.Jif 
UNESCO &st until its letter of 12/30/52. /^ /£*£ ~ !'£%£ 

both January and October that fftfTlt&ts were *™** y 

purposes* '- ' ' -*»*• • „ * -. :* fib3 



Ptt^firrtLm, TheSil^re to properl^dl.^^^^^f 
.occastoV was M**ZI?F^m&? &o$^™ from supervising p 
\%Jn\*?ot^ * E. K nennricU 

t&^sf&stani Director /A. B.ffomen*. [ X& 

5.03S-W Messrs. Bfah^. fiennrich and Belmont *»>Vlijt#nL*«w 

coS^S^he?? personal fclowl'edge 6/ Ifsts in question and th^ 
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*j(»*u *» ice** *dtal vf it ftxa* £«tf ** S* rtfot^ac^ I? c/ 
fie$9 Sweaft* ie£Ot* ^re&Zftww £* *& &$fc peastfSltf /r#* 
«ca£2eMc rzcardz to d<£cr»s~a dnter *u trticfc /Ilea «»«> Jtccat^tf 
6*r sm> c^* Jt3ae:ife*'j>Ar4icji<5i» «tpcatv«. £o tsAtc^t£$^ £.2$%*. 

Xnvolt'j Ceetltfr **t&& lees- "c** ~> J*~V 2*^Jj<~». jttjfeo 
rtf»*c~«^ <t^ cremate to «,%c ^c^pixi.t ZlciiStcd „;&?■£& j, 
2013m. fffSiOiCftlUcX """ccc-t^ss?* i(V &;^ c4<?3i*^ &#£#* *.&*?&& X8* 
Z# Strlcy in lite pftc«fl! «?/ «^^ r^fgr, 

JEd^C£tj7 w'eot*<fa <2<i?^a$<?a' letter j£a Sizzj T$rS c% C ' 
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TO 




: MR. TOLSON 




DATEr 2/11/^3 



PBOM 



\ 



I 



r 



J. P. MOHR 



SUBJECT-: JOHN F, WACKS 




Spacial Agent Supervisor 



Reference is made to the attached memorandum dated 
February Ij., 1953 from Mr. Belmont to Mr* Ladd in which Mr . Belmont 
reviews Special Agent Supervisor Wacks* contacts with Mr. [ 



b6 
b7C 



of the Department in connection with the Owep Lattimore Espionage - ft 
and Perjury investigation* Mr. Belmont conc ludes th at %. Wacks> 
actions in connection with his. contacts with l I had been correct 
with one exc eption, namely ihtt although Wacks did record such in- 
formation as | \ furnished in 19 memora4da, he did not make_suffi~ 
cient record of other matters which came, up between him and | [ 
with the rQS It that^ Wacks did not heve at written record to rail back 
on. at this time. Mr. Belmont pointed out that Supervisor wacks recog- 
nized this, defect as pointed out in a memorandum prepared by Wa£ks 
.dated February l|., 1953. %• Belmont redommerxded a letter of censure 
for Superv isor Wac ks for his failure to properly recprd his conver.sa- * 
tions with l L The 'Director requested that I review this entire 
matter afid let him have a me orandum as to my recommendations for 
disciplinary action. 

I feel that Wacks committed a grievous err or in no t properly 
recording all of his contacts and conversations with l I and I b6 
thinlk that ^t. Wacks should be disciplined for this failure/. I dp: b7c 
,f§el, however, that Wacks 1 Superiors should likewise bp disciplined 
in connectio n with t his matter since they were aware that Wacks ttas 
dealing wit hl | in Connection with such ar* important investigation 
,as the Owen iattimo^e case,. Mr. Wacks* immediate superior is William 
A. Branigan, who, is in charge of the 32 s pionajge Section. Mr. 0. o E. 
Hennrich, Inspector in Charge, Ik a overall supervision of the Espionage 
Section and Mr. Belmont, of course, is Assistant Director in change 
of the division. 



arid Branigan when they 
Jin con- 



t think that Messrs,.- Belmont, Hennrich 
were aware of Wacks 1 contacts and associations "wlth[ 
nectiori with the Lattimore case most cert ainly sh ould have cautioned 
Wacks as to the proper fanner &f handling | | and insur ing tfa&t b6 
Wacks was properly briefed in maintaining the contact with l I so 
that he wp^ld not become compromised. Obviously Wacks was primarily 
at fault in this instance ; by lettipg his! guard do#n iii, dealing with -a 
former Agent of tjxe Bureau #ho has a tendency to insatiate himself 
with other. According to the file., Wacks does-have -ah excellent record 



b7C 
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in the Bureau*^ service and has been handling his work in the Espionage 
. .Section in. am above* average mariner.. 

Accordingly, I make the following recommendations,: 

1. I recommend that Special Agent Supervisor 1 VJacks be ceri- 
be sured and placed^o n probation; for his iheptness in handling^ the con- 

b7c - tac6s with ! l and in a positive manned ^insuring that a .proper 

record was maintained in th e Bureau in, or.deT to adequately ;show the 
Bu^eauVs relationships tfith l L ." * 

2; " I recommend; that Section °,hief Wiiii^A. Branigan and 
.Messrs, C. £ # 'Herlnrich and A. H. Belmont be censured for their failure 
to i?e3og nize and realize the type of dontfeAts' that Wacjcs was maintain- 
be ing with I I and inside that Wacks! ^was properly briefed in, order to 

b7c maintain the Bureau's interests during the period of this* contact. * I. 

^hirifc Mr,. L a dd should likewise be censured for £i& .failure to ^adequately 
sense this situation arid insure, that Wacks- *waa properly briefed an<T 
* * , was handling tfte contact "in* .a proper manner. 

_, - „ I-ri. the e A vent you ~ ag^ee -with t£e recoipiehdationS', the Adminis-r 
- tratl^e> Division will^prjep^ letters;. 

Tolsoxx's notation # Director's [notation., " + 

I .agree; '" I concur. All of those tp be 

% .2/l>2* , \ .♦ - /censjored were .either just ;out- 

• - ""* *-- : * , . < played b y a smarter operator 

- ; - \ X o± they were cp u ntjihg 

- " b6 on ,a friendship i ~fi which- 

b7c _ didh;tt exist "& should^n^t. ha^e 

„ : been, ;assume:d # Just because % man 

'.,_"-- * is, an ex-Agt^ doeJshH pso facto iriake 

- • » - him depdhdablq. * - -" 
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. Apr*! 10; 1953 
PE$$ONAl>.Am GONFitiBfiTIAL 



A heln 



sift*. AXait-U+ Tielnoni; 

Federal bureau of Investigation 

Washington $ j)v <?* 



Dear* llr+ Balnont? 



TMMm- 







■t* 



JC dtesira #t> dojl your ^attention $o ny dissdtis^ 
faction and" e&tretie concern, with regard to the delay on the 
pari pf the Boston titvision in handling its invest ig&tipe 
duties in the Joseph Wogdroxo Weinberg case*. jT have been* 
advised that & Special Agent Supervisor in the Dpnestic 
intelligence division who pga responsible fctr seeing to it 
tfyat^he investigation yds completed and. r$port$d promptly 
failed to do sp* £s Assistant Director in charge pf the 
vdnestic Intelligence division you qfe chargeable with 
the duty of adequately instructing qhA supervising your 
subordinates So that derelictions of this nature Will riot 
transpire* ^ ^ ' ~ > 



m 



7X> 



The failure in this instance clearly indicated to ~ 
ne that you have been reuiss ir$ fulfilling your response +*>** 
bfliti?% and I sh&ll hold you personally accountable for^ 1 * 
preventing any similar den?iictions„in the .future*. *& '? 

Very ^rtuly yours $ 







ToUOQ 

u*da_ 

Nichols 

Belpoot 

Cleju 

GUvt 

tlarfco 

Rosen 

Tucy 

G'earty 

Mohr-.. 

▼iotcrrowd 

Tele. Roofi 

Jfollom; 

Mi 55 Candy 



Jig, 3ou^nf.-<o:4^|g^' 



53 d 




Jl?'/w Edgpr^ffooii&r 
fiirecto^ 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 







Name of Employee: ALAN H. BELMONT 



Where Assigned: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION* 

(Division) (Section, Unit) 

Payroll Title: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 



Rating Period: from P/.9 7/5P 



/ / 



to t y T ?7/,?a 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



SATISFACTORY 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



Rated by: 
Reviewed by: 
ilatingapproved by: 




Title , . 
ASSISTANT DH^ECIOR 



Employee's 
Initials 



Of//h^ 



^y^^^^^^ ^^i - Ass-b.-bo the Dir. jf// 7 /g~3 
Signature K Title Date 



Date 

, APR 2 4 19S3 

Date 



& 



T#PE OF REPORT j J C7— _ ^//^ 9 - 



n fw w w^ -.w m i n i m 




<^j Official 
-(Jjf) Annual 



a 



( ') jAdniinistnitive -~--ir.j£„, 

(<..) 60-day 

(' ) Transfer! APR SJO?9j3 



9 APR 27 



(* ) Separation from 



(^-Special' 
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P*ERFORMANCiE -RATING GUIDE 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use as attachment to Performance Rating Form No. IJD*185) 



FD-185 A 



Name of Employee M™ H. BELMONT 



Title -Assistant Director 

Rating Period: bA /31/52 ^ 3/31/53 ' 



Note: 

+ 



RATING GUIDE AND CHECK-LIST 

Only those items having pertinent bearing on employee's performance. should be rated. AH employees in same salary grade should be compared. 

Rate items as follows: 

Outstanding (exceeding excellent and deserving special commendation). 

Satisfactory (ranging from good to excellent but not sufficient to rate outstanding). 
— " — Unsatisfactory. 

Q No opportunity to appraise performance during rating period. 

Guide for determining adjective rating: 

An 'Outstanding', rating cannot be justified unless aU'elements rated are 'plus', and In addition; of course, supporting comments must comply with the requirements 
as set out on the reverse of form FD-185. \ „ . 

So far as Satisfactory* and 'Unsatisfactory* ratings are concerned/it is impossible to provide a mechanical formula for computing the various plus , check , and, minus 
marks because such would presume equal weight for all elements rated/ Good judgment must be exercised to insure that the adjective rating is reasonable in the 
light of the elements rated. All minus marks must be supported by narrative detail„and of course, alt'Unsatisfactory! ratings must comply with the requirements as 
set out on the reverse of form FD-185.. 







(1) Personal appearance. 

(2) Personality and effectiveness of his personal contacts. 

(3) Attitude (including dependability, cooperative ness, loyalty, 
enthusiasm, amenability and willingness to equitably 
share work load). 

) Physical fitness (including health, energy, stamina). 
(5) Resourcefulness and ingenuity. 
) Forcefulness and aggressiveness as required.. 

(7) Judgment, including common sense, ability to arrive at .proper 

conclusions; ability to define objectives. 

(8) Initiative and the taking of appropriate action on own 
responsibility. 

9) Planning ability andits application to the work. 

(10) Accuracy -and attention to pertinent detail. 

(11) Industry, including energetic consistent application ,to duties. 

(12) Productivity, including amount of acceptable work produced 

and rate of progress on or completion of assignments. Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unless failure to meet is 
attributable to causes beyond employee's control. * 

(13) Knowledge of duties, instructions, rules and regulations, in- 

cluding readiness" of comprehension and 'knowKow* of 
K application. 

(14) Technical or mechanical skills. 



-1^(15) Investigative ability and results: 

-I (aj Internal security cases 

^ (b) Criminal or general investigative cases 

_ ~ (c) Fugitive cases 

(d)*AppHcant cases 

r — (e) Accounting cases 

j£.(16) Physical surveillance ability. 



_ (17) Firearms ability. 

-fi. (18) Development of informantsand sources of- information. 

dt "(19) Reporting ability: 

* (a) Investigative reports 

i, fb). Summary reports 1 . 

■/' i (c) Memos, letters, wires ^ ,*- 

(Consider conciseness;— -clarity; organization; 

' ^-i thoroughness; —accuracy; : adequacy and perti- 
nency of leads;— ^administrative, detail.) 



,,P-(20) performance as a witness. 



(21) Executive ."ability: 
Idl (a) .Leadership , * 

fb) Ability to handle^ personnel 
(cj Planning \\ ^ 
d) Making decisions 

Assignment^ work. 

Training subordinates 

Devising procedures 

Emotional stability 

■Promoting high morale 

Getting results 

(22) Ability on raids and dangerous assignments:. 
. — (a) As leader 

.-z— (b) 4 As participant 

(23) OrganizationaUnterest, such as making of suggestions for 

improvement. 

(24) Ability to work under pressure. 

(25) Miscellaneous., Specify and rate: 



M 



A. Specify general nature of assignment during most of rating period (such as security, criminal, applicant squad, or as resident Agent, supervisor, Instruc- 
tor, etc.): security - m » ' 



B. Specify employee's most noteworthy special talents (such as investigator, desk man, research/ instructor, speaker): : : 

executive administrator . ; : 

C (1) Is employee available for general assignment wherever needs of service reo,uire?ij2ji (If answer is not *yes\ explain in narrative comments.)- 
(2) Is employee available for special assignment wherever needs of service require? Z^g (If answer is not *yes\ explain }in narrative comments.) 

D. Has employee had any abnormal sick leave record during rating period?-5L2— (If so, explain in narrative comments.) 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



SATISFACTORY 



Outstanding; Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 










April 15 s 1953 



Mr* Belmont has been Assistant Director in 
charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division during 
the period of this efficiency rating* 

\Mr* Belmont is a hard-working y conscientious 
employee, and has devoted long hours to the Bureau r s 
work. He has good judgment j initiative, and has done 
a very good job of planning the work of the Domestic 
Intelligence Division.) 

J)uring the rating period he received a numbe r 
^£Je ttgrg_ of censure foiiJbjie^fj&lK^ c 

M^e^%genc¥l)XvfsToh £5 pfop^ 

c ases* ? Beimonir-accep^ts criticism readily and endeavor 
to improve himself as a result of such criticism* He 
is well liked by the employees under his direction 
and spends considerable time in the direction and 
development of the supervisors in his Division* 
Altogether his services are satisfactory*^ 
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The Bostoi Office on 3/20/53 interviewed 



] Commuiriat Party meetings with Weinberg 



who stated 

'during- 1940 and 190, The lead to interview\ ^1 was set out 

in Los Angeles report dated 1/20/53. Weinberg was tried for perjury 
beginning on 2/24/53\ and was acquitted on 3/5/53. One count on which 
he ms tried alleged, he had lied when he denied unde r oath thai he was 
a member of the Communist Party and the testimony of \ I wuld 

have been pertinent jto this count. Bureau letter of 1/28/53 to San 
Francisco /with copi\es to other offices including Boston, instructed 
all outstanding investigation must he completed and reported to the 
Bureau by 2/10/53* l 

Also, the Los Angeles Office failed to designate a copy of 
its report for San Francisco although a lead was set out for San 
Francisco. This omission was discovered at the Bureau on 3/20/53 and 
instructions have bejen issued to have San Fra ncisco handle its lead 
immediately. The results of the interview of \ \ have been 

qiven the Criminal Division.^ 

i Q : IWooo-m? 

nsibility \of the Domestic Intelligence Division - Supervisor 



be ■ 

b7C 




jam** jt VM^tnhfin supervised the case in the Domestic Intelligence > 
DivisioruYrevi ewed the Los Angeles report, andi entered the lead /or the 
Boston Office on work sheets he was maintaining to assist him in 
following the case. \ He directed a letter to the field, imluding 
Boston, instructing them to cover all leads and report them by 2/10/53 
but he otherwise failed to follow to insure that the Boston lead was 
covered^ He also failed to note t/iat Los Angeles had not designated 
copies tif its rep$ri for San Fratici&o.} ISA MoMahon offers no/$i'ii 
for his oversight and expresses deep arid sincere regret for; any 
resulting embarrassment. He points out it was not caused, by any lack 
of interest or unwillingness on his part to do a good job and throughow 
the entire investigation he sincerely tried to adequately supervise the 
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case. He pointed out that an estimated one thousand individuals were 
interviewed during the course of the investigation and because of its 
extensiveness and the pace necessary to complete it, the investiaaiion 
was conducted u nder considera ble pressure; also the Bureau had no prior 
indication that \ { was a Communist Party member or even a 

Communist sympatniser. Inspector Hennrich pointed out that McMahon 
made a genuine effort to supervise the case, working lonn and ha.rd 
hours, and his overtime for February was 3 hours and 47 minutes and 
for January, 2 hours and 26 minutes a day. 

Separate memoranda are being submitted with respect to the 
responsibility in other divisions in this case. 

RECOMMENDATIONS : 

The Domestic Intelligence Division recommends that Supervisor 
James E. McMahon be censured and placed on probation for his failure 
to have followed further on the coverage of the Boston lead. The 
Administrative Division concurs. 
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The Administrative Division further recommends that letters 

°/JZ 8lir i I t reCt J d t c , Secnon chie f Branigan, Inspector Hennrich, 
and Assistant Director Belnont in view of their over-all responsibility 
for the proper supervision of this case. 
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DETAILS: 



The report of SA William C. Patterson dated 1/20/53 at 
Los Angeles set out a lead for the Boston Division to interview 

] # This lead wa s not covered by the 



Boston Office until 3/20/53 at whic h tine 

sioned statement to the effect that[ 



_ furnished a 
Vonnunist Party 

meetings with Weinberg during 1940 and 1941. In the meantime, 
Weinberg had been tried in U. S. District Court at Washington, D. O y$ 
for perjury and he was acquitted on 3/5/53. One count on which 
Weinberg res tried alleged that he lied under o ath when he de nied 



Communist Party membership and the testimony of 
have been pertinent to this count of the indictment. 



would 



SA Patterson had also set out an investigative lead in 
the sane report for the San Francisco Office but failed to designate 
copies of the report for San Francisco. This omission was first 
discovered by Domestic Intelligence Supervisor UcMahon on 3/20/53. 
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IntellinenTe Vif/^i nJ"? I™ *° r James E ' McMahon of the Domestic 

, A g L 2};yi5l °^ vho was superui3ina the Weinberg caw rfy„o^^ 

■+** 7„ + * ^t? t/ie exce P* ion of the instruction fixing the deadline 
Vntil ' er °* hG rwise dealt exclusively with instructions for investi 

RES_P0N31DILITY OF T HE DOMESTIC IlTTELLIaXHCS BIVISrctK , 

m Washington by an attorney or the rrimi„„i nf • • tr \ al VKls handled 
representative If theu/.^tiorneuZofnieil" t0gether mith a 

™; s^s-a.** k^BB i™H- - 

-itft copies to other off/ces including L**l*° **2 5? *•«»«*•<«> V/**., 
r«/«r.,, e . to tA. io« X^el" report . "raS £& ^" » ^ ' 1*5**? * adfi 

i^ediateij, conducting inoesttLtiln \% It*** t"-* \ H , e ne °**°&V for 
tine scheduled to begin on g/ S %% 3 " ° S *"* •*»*•<>*'» trial W o 8 at that 

vision of Th\l\ii?* h T M d T d °"Ti 3 + gi '' %n , 9 Zl°°* °*tenti „ t0 the s . 

r t the {eadlinTan'd ^bte^^aiT^e^n^h^V^ ^ ioe *&**■ 
to Weinberg's trial. m addition +i. f ■ , submit its report prior 

to designate copies of the retort' for sin £Z °S *"* *" An <> e2ea Office. 
Supervisor McMohon uHttl 8/S0/s% /£„ fl ^anciaco was not detected b V 
motion at which time McMahon note/lZ Vll r !° ei ?* •/ ' *** Boston infer-. 
it to the attention of Mr. Hennlich Angelee omiesion and called 
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SA McMahon states that he has no desire to alibi for not 
further following Boston to see that the lead was covered prior to 
the trial. The error was an oversight and most certainly was not 
caused by any lack o|f interest or unwillingness on his part to attempt 
to do a good job. McMahon said he deeply and most sincerely regrets 
any embarrassment that nay occur as a result of this failure. He 
mentions the fact that this case involved a most extensive investigation 
running from 1944 and practically every conceivable investigative 
technique was utilised and hundreds of leads developed as a result. 
In preparing the case for prosecution, McMahon estimates one thousand 
individuals were interviewed, including one hundred known Communist 
Party members. Because of the wide scope of the investigation and 
pace that was necessary 9 the investigation was conducted under 
considerable pressure. Throughout the entire investigation, McMahon 
says he sincerely tried to adequately supervise the case and discharge 
his responsibili ties. He also says that the Bureau had no previous 



was a Communist Party member or even a 




information that 

Communist sympathiser. 

,/ Section Chief William A.htanigan of the Espionage Section \ 
states that throughout the entire lehberg investigation, he was in 
close contact with Supervisor McMahon as to the developments and progress 
in the case. A regular check was made with McMahon concerning the 
outstanding leads and the progress which was being made for completion. 
Mr. Branigan states he did not, of course, see the Los Angeles report 
of I/20/53 setting out the specific lead jor Boston and had no 
knowledge of that specific lead. Branigan had impressed upon Supervisor 
McMahon on numerous occasions the importance of the case from the 
Bureau's viewpoint and he had discussed with McMahon the following of 
leads to insure that the field was covering them. Branigan knew that 
McMahon had set up a system for following the leads in order to insure 
that they would be covered. 

Ct',1/ 

Mr J Hennrich points out that the importance of this case 
was well recJinised in the Domestic Intelligence Division and on a 
number of occasions particular problems were discussed in detail by 
Mr. Belmont, Mr. Hennrich, Mr. Branigan, and Supervisor McMahon and 
on other occasions Mr. Hennrich had numerous discussions with Branigan 
and McMahon. The Los Angeles report carrying the specific lead for 
Boston was not brought to Mr. Hennrich* s attention or to Mr. Belmont's 
attention, it being the responsibility of the supervisor insofar as 
the Seat of Government is concerned to handle the administrative 

etails of seeing to it that the various leads were covered. Messrs. 

elmont, Hennrich, and Branigan all recognise the responsibility for 

he proper functioning of all phases of the work in their respective 

arts of the Domestic Intelligence Division. 

The recommendations of the Administrative Division are set 
out at the conclusion of the synopsis. 

PERMANENT BRIEF OF THE PERSONNEL FILE OF SA McMAHON IS ATTACHED. 
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j, DECLASSIFICATION^UJTHORITY DERIVED FROM: 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM - UNiTE^jjTATES GOVERNMENT 1 automatic bKWsification guide 



DATE 09 



ificatioh^ut: 

OHATIC jJffi^kS 



1 




20?. TOLSON 
H. H.^CLEGG 



SATE 9 



May 6, 1953 



SUBJECT 
tor*'- « 



EJW&ST CONFIDENTIAL SO VRCE 




B//W A 6efairi~ 



The Director instructed on 4/30/53 that a- check be made into the 
system of handling Jenner Committ ee testimony* This was an outgrowth of 



he 
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the appearances of 



before that Committee 



I I was investigated by the Bureau in 1944 as a Security Matter-0 

and Selective Service Subject. He resided in\ lat the time and 



b7D 



State Department dispatches made 'available to the Washington Field 
Office b y the Passp&rt Division of the State Department, reflected that on 
9/21/51, 1 -------- ^ 



and requested permission to resume residence in the 
at that- time, stated he joined the Communist Part y in 
and paid 1 dues until 1945 when he went to work for I 
dts p atch, dated October i« 1951, repo rts the interview 
wit h I 



U nited 
1= 



States.~\ 



t3 



r 



r 



h6 
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the 

Commun i st 
the Communist 



b in which he noted the possibility that 



\ ~and that higher authorities in the 
organisation desired their return to the United States to support 
cause in the United States. 



i 



fits . former. I 



The 
pn 8/5/52, 



when\ 



\on 2/1/52 and were interviewed \by\ \in 

1~ admitted joining the Communist Party - USAffi 




that \~ 



rat 



I, and 

| but disillusioned as to Communistm\ 
Copies of the State Department dispatches, m entioned ^ ' 



practices 

above were forwarded to Newark on 11/12/51 and the resul^s^ofi^thej^ 
interview were forwarded to Newark on 2/28/52. ^t\^ * ~ 



aboard 



The \ 
the shin 



on two o ccasio 

indicate \ 

Ms Communist activi 



rk Ci tfShn 2/l 7/52 l -~ 

briefly by Bureau Age nts. \ I took 

jhas been interviewed 



] arrived in New York Ci tjj$on, 2/1 7/5^ and* <*were> interv iewed 

up**r*es >idence in I ^ I 
being present ' 



nsj 
J wa 



by Agents of the Newark Office* 
was ever thoroughly and completely 
es. 



TKe 



Bureau,. fi£e does not 
tervieweH^aboutJdll^ 



FSS:EDM/ Wl 




M- r. 



T!f;S 




o 
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On none of these occasions was he ever ask ed whether he had ever engaged 
in espionage* On \ \ was designated as a confidential 

source of the Newark Office. No contact of \ I 2/21/52 to 10/2/52+ 

On \ \ before 

the Jenner Committee in executive session* Ee also appeared in lexjecutive 
se ssion on March 3 1* 1953, and in open session before the Committee 
on \ l > ?e testifie d on February 13* 1953 and April 28* 

19 53, ijhat wh il^workina at the \ \ 

in\ | during 1943 and 1945. I | 

I L and that I I actions 

we re done at the r equest of one I [ was deported 

fro | L and , on January 21, 1953 3 \ \ was convicted under 

the Smith Act* \ [has sub sequently admitted i;o Bureau Agents that 

. I I 



this storv was fals e* \ \dlso t estified. that while employed by 

| \from 2941 to 1943} iie .gave to\ I 



bo 
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] >»atr Acted b/2/bd* 



. A copy of the testimony was jobtained^ from the Committee by Mr* 
L. L. LaiigHliri; of the Domestic Intelligence; Division on February 25, 

1953. Newark >hud requested thqi^this be done in an Air tel dated 

February 12, 1953* Thisrrequest was sent ^to SupervisoA 
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of the\Security Informant >Des k in th e Domestic Intelligence mvtsion, 
inasmuch a s he supervised the \ 1 case hs a confidential source* Mr. 

\ then made the request for Mr. Lauah lin to obta in the 
testimony* The testimony was received- by Mr. \ on either 

February 25 or February 26, 1953. He_ .had photostats <>f this testimony 
prepared, reviewed the testimony to determine* if ' any security informants 
had been exposed, and on March 9, 1953, he transmitted a copy of the 
-testimony to Newark with instructions: to review the testimony, be certain 
that none of the informants woul'd be; exposed if the testimony became 
public?, be certain that th e info rm ati on contai ned therein had already 
Been furnished to Newark 6v \ ~L and that the appropriate action 

relative to this information be taken. This letter instructed that 
the results of this, re view should be furnished: to ihe Bureau in the 
immediate future* Mr. | ~| set his tickler for May I, 1953, and 

then noted on a memorandum on which a copy of the testimony^wqs attached 
'that a photostat of the testimony had been sent to Newark for review 
and .appropriate action* He then' routed this memorandum to Superv isor 
W. A. Branigan s Chief of the Espionage Section; Supervisor } 1 

I . A of the Internal Security Section, who formerly supervised 

th ?L |case as a Security Matter subject; and Supervisor J. F. Bland* 

of the Internal Security Section, who handled front organisations, i nas- 
much as \ \ 

Supervisor S; B. Dqnqhoe, Number 1 Man in the Espionage Section, 
reviewed the -testimony* and initialed the memorandum for Mr. Branigan* 
Action was not taken by Donahoe concerning the espionage, allegation 
because he noted that Newark had already been instructed to take 
appropriate action. He routed the memorandum and testimony to the Front 
Office in the Domestic Intelligence Divisio^sp^i?hpt^t^e appropriate 

-2~ 



/ 



o 



.t: 



o 



officials there could note that 
take action; to Supervisor ] ~~ 
Harisiddes was mentioned in the 
I I; to Supervisor D 

handle^ 




Newark had aj^eady been requested to 

I of the Espionage Se ction b ecause 
testimony and he knew that \ I handled 

W* Kiino of th e Espionage Section, who 

I contained relevant 
I | init ialed the me morandum after 

the files that \ ~1 had been deported 



information about such matters* 
de terminin g from a review of 

to I I in late 1952; Kunq initialed the memorandum without taking 

any further action because he did not believe the facts constituted 
espionage* &e recognised that II was probably making up the 
testimony and he noted that instruc tions had al ready been sent to 
Newark *q t ake appropri ate* action. I \ iniiialed the memorandum 

because the \ \ had not been on his desk for fifteen months, the 

testimony related principally to espionage which would be handled by 
the Espionage Section, and he noted that instructio ns had previousl y 
been issued to Newark about the matter* Supervisor I I 

initialed the memorandum for J. F. Bland because a review of th 
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| had previously been furnished to the Bureau by the 

Newark Office on Februa ry 3 3 1953 3 in wh ich they set forth information 
given to that office by \ | then saw that no action was 

necessary concerning this phase of the testimony. 

There was no follow~up by the Bureau to expedite the handling of 
the letter of March 9, 1953^ o r to furnish any specific instructi ons 



concerning the handling of the 



Mr. Kuno *s 



appearance 

lett er was 

that \ 

the Committee* 



te lephone call 
ofY^ 



of April a&* 1963, 



sent to 
\not leafn 



"We 

n 



aave of 
On Ayr- 



until 



•cne puon 

1 13, 1 953, a 

[ instructing 

that h\s executive testimony was known outside of 



he 
hie 

b7D 



Mr. 

office 



the 

confidential 

the reliability of [ 



of 

he 

hlC 
b7D 



^ stated lie se nt the testimony to Newark to alert 
to the possibility 6f \ "I having named an informant, 

sourc e, oh p otential informant; to permit the evaluation 
\ and to alert Newark to take^all necessary 
action with respect to the information furnished." He set a 50-day 
tickler ; as he saw no immediate urgency in the matter. He no w states 
that he realises it should have :be en, followed more closely* _^^_^^_ 
further states that at the<time he sent Newark the letter dated March 
1953, he was considering the matter from the* confidential source 
standpoint and not the espionage standpoint, and* he felt that by routing 
the testimony to the Espionage, Section it would receive appropriate 
attention there* 



i, 



Newark received a photostat of the testimony on March 11, 1953 
actio n was taken concerning it until April 14, 1953, when Aaent P 
I \ pave it to the Newark Stenographers* Pool to have copies 
typed* SA | 1 has advised that he read the testimony prior to 
sending it to the Stenographers 9 Pool bjit had not fully digested it 
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and deemed it advisable not to [ 



th e testimony was fully evaluated * 

>o/ l ~l in m w „ 

several interviews , \ \ was "never questioned directly about any 

espionage, sabotage, or related activities on his part 



I concerning it until 
He further stated that in view 
replying to questions during the 
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Testimony of the McCarran Committee (predecessor of the Jenner 
Committee) was handled by a special squad in the Liaison Section 
of the Domestic Intelligence Division* This squad had the 
responsibility to see ^bhat the necessary action was taken and follow 
the handling of testimony* This procedure was terminated May 19, 
From then until Mav 7. 7 953. tGfttimnnitt man sent to the 



No one at the Seat of Govern ment wa s specifically given -the b7D 
responsibility for reviewing the \ \ testimony and it was sent 

to Newark for that purpose* 

The Director inquired in connection with the setting of the 
tickler on the letter to Newark of March 9, 1953, to May 1, 1953, 
"Is 4t customary to set up follow-ups nearly 2 months later?" Ticklers 
on the Security Informant Desk are set from one day to six months 
depending on the circumstance* This particular tickler should have 
been set for a much shorter time* than 50 days* The plans for setting 
of other ticklers appear to be proper*, 



was 
not 



It is noted the Executive Session, testimony of the Jenner Committee 
received by the Buneau on February 25, 1953* Th,e Bureau did 
determine that part of the contents were false until May 2, 1953* 
appeared before Public Session of the Committee on April 28, 
and repeated the false story* Thus, the Bureau is in the 
of not determining it was false until after the public 



TV53 

position 

appearance* 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 



1- [ 



SPECIAL AGENT. NEWARK OFFICE 



2. 



Because of the following weaknesses: 




1* Failure to interview[ 



^generally about Espionage activity 



on_hif part from 2/17/52 until 4/£8/53j dur ing wh ich time 
was interviewed twelve times by Agent \ V 



he 
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Failure to request Bureau authority to interview } "I during 

the period from 2/21/52 to 8/26/52 during which t ime New ark 
was supposed to be endeavoring to further develor> \ I with 

the__ul-&imate* aim of qualifying him, as a Security Informant* 
(I \ was on annual leave and at In-Service from 7/7/52 through 

8/8/52) • 



the Training and Inspection and the Administrative Divisions recommend 

A. Letter of censure 

5. Probation 

C. Suspension for fifteen days 



he 

b7i 



D* Removal from. Security work 

E. Disciplinary transfer 

F* SA | | was considered for reallocation to Grade GS-11 in July 

1952 s but was passed over at that time in view of a letter of 
censure received by, him in May 1951 for failure to pass an 
Inspector's examination. It is recommended that his reallocation 
to Grade GS-11 be d ef erred for an additional six months^ at which 
time it should again be considered. 

bo 
b7C 

G. Inasmuch as Mr* Stein will start an inspection of the Newark 
Office next week s he will be instructed to give very careful 
attention to an analysis of all of Agent |~ I work and submit 

a special summary to tfye Bureau with recommendations « 
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In connection with the recommended action, I I arrived in 
Pittsburgh, his first office of assignment / 9/10/50 and has 
been in Newark since 7/1/51* He is presently in Grade GS-10 



he 
hie 



As a veteran with more than one 
entitled to the advance written 
Veterans r Preference Act in the 
separated, reduced in grade and 
than thirty, days* 



year of Bureau service, he is 
notices provided under the 
event he should be involuntarily 
salary, or suspended for more 



2. [ 



NOW ASSIGNED AT THE SEAT OF GOVERNMENT 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE D IVISIO N 
WAS SUPERVISOR OF AGENT \ \ lN NEWARK 
FROM A PERIOD BEFORE THE CASE STARTED 
UNTIL 4/19/52 



he 

b7C 
b7D 



1. Because Mr. 



did not see to it that \ \ was thoroughly 

arrival in the United States covering 

the Training and 



interviewed after his 

Espionage and all other topics of pertinency, — _. ^ 

Inspection Division and the Administrative Division recommend: 



A. Letter of censure 
5. Probation. 
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Because I 
at its very 



I had supervision of this case for only a months 
inception without any effort to absolve him of his 
responsibili ty* it nev erthe less app ears his r weakness i s not as 
great as Mr. I H » Mr* \ \ succeeded I "l os 

Supervisor in the Newark Office. 



* [ 



SUPERVISOR OF AGENT I I 
IN THE NEWARK OFFICE 
FROM 3/23/52 UNTIL 10/ 31/ 52 
(REMOVED FROM HIS SUPERVISORY POSITION 
AT BUREAU INSTRUCTION) 
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Turner is charged with the following delinquencies: 




1. Failure to see that I I interviewed\ 



] during the period 



4/19/52 until 10/2/52, the period when no contact was made with 
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1 although the Newark Office was supposed to be further 



blD 



developing him with the ultimate aim of making him a Security 
Informant. — 2=r>^ 

2.Failure to see that I I was thoroughly +ypfc£?vijewed as to Espionage 

and all other information in his possession during the above 
stated period. 

T%e Training and Inspection Division and the Administrative Division 
recommend z 

-4. Letter of censure 

B. Probation. 



4. 



SUPERVISOR OF THE SECURITY DESK 

IN THE NEWARK OFFICE SINCE NOVEMBER 6. 1952 
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In his capacity as Supervisor of the Security Desk, [ 
is charged with: 



2» Supervisory failure to see to it thai Agent[ 



] promptly 



and adequately handled the Executive Searing testimony of the 
Jenher Committee which was received in the Newark Office 3 /ll/53 
and had not been handled as of April 28, 1953, when ] \ made a 

public appearance before the Jenner Committee* 

While in supervisory capacity he failed to ma ke certain that Agent 
I , I* 

Failed to see to it that a lead was set out to check with 
Immigration and Nat uralisation Service in New York concerning 
interview" of \ | by thai agency which occurred prior to 

October 2, 1952 (exact dai?e unknown)* 

Because of the weaknesses above, the Training and Inspection Division and 
the Administrative Division recommend: 



2. 



3. 



A* Letter of censure 
B. Probation 



be 

b7C 



C* Consideration was given to recommending thai I be removed 

as a Field Supervisor for his inadequacies; however, although 




~7- 



the desired 

"^^with the 

mishandled prior to [" 



he did not get 
acquaint ed\ 
been 



results , Agen\ I 
alleged Espionage. 
^ t aking ** 



]bjf[ 



\at no time 
The case had 
over an d the 
' in an 
that Mr. Ste 
weeky it is 



fact 
next 



b6 record shows frequent counseling of\ 

b?c aggressive manner. Therefore, in view of the 

will start an inspection of the N ewark Of fice 
not recommended at this time that\__~] be removed. However, 
Ins pector St ein will, if approved, conduct a most careful analys 




is 



] work and' Security Squad operations and submit a 

special report with recommendations at the conclusion of the 



inspection. 



5. 



DONALD S. HOSTETTER 
SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE. 



NEWARK 



Hostetter has been SAC at 
of his responsibility for 
the Newark Offi ce and t he 
that Supervisor \ of 

adequ ately and because of 
I L mentioned above, of 
period that Hostetter was 
promptly and 
in Newark on 



Newark since 
the over-all 
necessity of 
the Security Desk 
weaknesses on the 



2/19/53* Because 
administration of 
him seeing to it 

was performing 
part of SA 



be 

hlC 

b7D 



during the 
^failure to 
adequately handle Jenner testimony received 
3/11/53 with instructions to immediately handle 



th4 Newark Div ision 
SAC, including I 



The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

A* Letter of censure* 

B+ Hostetter is currently on probation for delinquencies 
discovered in the inspection of the Boston Division in 
February 1953* 



6c [ 



[. 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



SPECIAL AGENT. DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

2* As Super visor of th e Security Informant Desk (assig ned 



6/16/50) [ 



had responsibility in the[ 



]case 



and weaknesses are attributed to him as' follows: 



-8- 




/ 



b6 
b7C 



(l) Upon receipt of Executive Commi ttee testim ony from 



sent i% 




Inspector Laughlin, 2/35-26/53, f 

the Newark Field Division for review ana handling^ 

by Newark. This is a matter of judgment; however, in 

the Inspector^ opinion it is not believed the full burden 

should have been placed on Newark* He failed to give 

Newark a deadline for the handling of this matter although 

he did instruct that it be handled immedi ately, and he 

issued' appropriate caution* 



he 

■D ! C 



(2) Prior t o dispatchi ng the above testimony to Newark on 



3/9/53, [ 



failed to consult with the Espionage 

Section concerning possible instructions to Newark to 
make inquiry into the Espionage phase of the matter, 
although he did route the testimony to the Espionage 
supervisors for their attention after the Newark letter 
had gone out* 



b6 
b7C 



(3) Being aware that the Jenner Committee testimony of 

2/13/53 had not been p reviously reviewed at the Seat of 



Government, 



did not initiate action which would 



have resulted in the fixing of r esponsibility for detailed 
review and pinpointing of the testimony* 



be 

b7C 



(4) I I set up a 50-day tickler to follow the Newark 

vffice as to the review and handling of Jenner Committee 
testimony and his Judgment is weak in that a shorter 
tickler should have been set because of the importance 
of this matter* 



t had responsibility for supervising^ 

confidential source as of 10/27/52* 



] as a 



has a very satisfactory record in the Bureau* 

never before handled any Jenner Committee testimony* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Bi vision recommend: 

A. Zetter of censure* 
B* Probation 



be 

hlC 
b7D 



He had 




~9** 



J 



7. [ 



SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 




be 

b7C 
b7D 



Mr. I "I had supervisory responsibility over the \ I matter 

from the letter of Newark dated 3/17/52 until late October 1952* 

!• I I did not c hallenge the inadequacies of interviews 



6^ Agent [ 

on a thorough 



of the Newark Off ice nor did he insist 



r 



by Newark* 



The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

A. Letter of censure* 



e. 



SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



he 

b7C 

b7D 



^__ initialed a memorandum of 2/25/53 prepared by Mr. 

Laughlin reporting receipt of the Jenner Committee testimony at the 
Bureau and bearing an addendum that Newark- had been instructed to 
review and take * appropriate action in oo^neation .with the testimony. 
This t estimonv was routed to him b ecdu s e/tne oM pfnal interview with 
I I whic h was he ld on 2/l7/52j uvon I I return to the United 

States from I l > He tool? no action in regard to this testimony 

to see that it was handled by Newark inasmuch as this case had not been 
on his desk for 15 months and he had no responsibility in connection 



with the 
Section* 



case, 'and it had already been routed through the Espionage 



The Training & Inspection Division aj%d the Administrative 
Division recommend: 



No action as to 



j. 



b6 
b7C 
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J 



9. [ 




SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



be 

b7C 



Mr. £ 

much the same 
thereof , he 



| received the Jennet Commi ttee testimony under very 
circumstances as Mr* | "1 above and upon receipt 

checked the file, saw that no action was necessary 



and 



that all IWO matters, for which he has primary responsibility, were 
adequately handled and no further action was required on his part* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administration 
Division recommend: 



No action as to [ 



} 



he 

b7C 



10. EDWARD B. REDDT 

SUPERVISOR, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



be 

b7C 
b7D 



The testimony was routed to M r. 
Smith Act Matters and I I. a 

in the testimony. A review of the f ile 
had been properly taken and I I had 

violation. 



Reddy inasmuch as he handled 
Smith Act subject, was mentioned 
by Reddy reflected nil action 
been convicted of a Smith Act 



The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

No action as to Reddy. 



11. FRED J. BAUMGARDNER 

CHIEF, INTERNAL SECURITY SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Because of over-all responsibility of the Internal Security 
Section and inadequacies in supervision on the part of Special Agents 



-11» 




J 



bo 
b7C 



and \ "L Mr* Baumgardner must share respons 




The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend? 

A. A letter of censure* 



12* 



he 

b7C 



#1 MAN, ESPIONAGE SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



] received the Jenner Gommittee testimony on 3/12/53 



after the letter of 3/9/53 had already been dispatched to the Newark 
Field Office. Attached to the testimony wa^ Mr. Laughlin's memorandum 
of 2/25/53 and an addendum stating that Newark had been ins tructed to 
take appropriate action concerning the testimony * I "I read the 
testimony, sent it to the Front Office of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division for the information of his superiors, and then routed it to 
certain specific supervisors of the Espionage Section for information* 



bo 

b7C 

b7D 



did not take steps to query Supervisor \ [ who had 

issued the initial instructions to the Newark Office for the handling 
of the Jenner Committee testimony, nor did he ascertain what deadline, 
if any, had been imposed on the Newark Office, nor did he issue any 
specific instructions -to E spionage s upervisors concerning the future 
handling of that portion of ) I testimony indicating the possibility 

of espionage* Did not guide and direct Newark Office* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 



A* A letter of censure* 
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23. [ 



SUPERVISOR; ESPIONAGE SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 




Inasmuch as onlv \ 

\h£fore the Jenner Committee when Mr* [ 

\a covu of the testimony* he check ed the file, found out that 



1 was men tioned in the testimony of 

\received from No* 1 Man 



] and that no other action 



this\_ 

was necessary on his part 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recovmend: 



No action as to [ 



l 



24. 



DONALD W. 

SUPERVISOR, 

ESPIONAGE SECTION. DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



KUNO 

cz 



b6 
b7C 

b7D 



Kuno r eceived t he Jenner Committee testimony ori routing slip 
from No. 1 Man I ~~l H*e did not follow the Newark Office because- 

at that time he t reviewed the testimony on' 4/9/53, he noted an approved 
addendum on the cover-memo stating that a ppropriate ins tructions had 
been sent to Newark, and feeling that. the \ "I was being handled 

in the Internal Security Section and since the espionage matter was 
brought to him for information only/ and further, feeling that the 
allegations of espionage. , even if true, would not constitute espionage, 
and further feeling that I 
testimony to further his own 
the Newark Office. 



]was probably making 'up his sensational 
instance, Kuno took no steps* to follow 



of this matter* it appears Kuno 
\ to find out whether a 
and how soon a reply could be 



1. Ifr view of the importance 
should have checked with Supervisor 
deadline had been imposed on Newark 

expected of Newark and whether the instructions .issued met Kuno*s complete 
satisf action. On the other hand , the testimony did not specifically 
allege \~ ]or oth er types of esvionap e are handled 

on other desks J but inasmuch as \ \ had been in \ "l /or a year and 

there w ere* ind ications in the' file as tfl the possibility of undercover 
work by \ ~1 it is believed the best interests of the Bureau would 

have been served by affirmative action on Kuno*s part. 

he 

b7C 
b7D 





The Training & Inspection Division'and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

A. A letter of censure* 



15. WILLIAM A. BRANIGAN • 

CHIEF j ESPIONAGE SECTION 
DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Inasmuch as 7ie has over-all supervisory responsibility for the 
operations of the Espionage Section, Mr. Branigan must share the 
responsibility for the weaknesses of those Supervisors under him* as. 
specifically set forth after each Supervisor* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division; recommends? 

A\ Letter of censure • 



16. CARL E. EENNRICH 
INSPECTOR 
ESPIONAGE SECTION. DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Inspector Hennrich has the responsibility for supervising the 
Internal Security Section and the Espionage* Section* Consequently, he 
bears secondary responsibility for the weaknesses and errors attributed 
to individual Supervisors under, his general command* 

The Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative 
Division recommend: 

A* Letter of censure* 
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o 



be- 

b7C 



17. 



~5tt?KU 



LEO L* LAUGHLIN 

INSPECTOR 

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Mr* Laughlin has supervisory responsibility over the Correlation 
and Loyalty Sections of the Do mestic Inte lligence D ivision. At $he 
specific request of Supervisor \\ || 



laughlin \ 



| On occasions testimony was requested specially by some Supers 

visor and according to Laughlin^ it did not always go through the Liaison 
Section. No written rules frave been found as to the procedure o f handling 
testivtony requested in other than routine fashion. In providing 



with the "testimony Inspector Laughlin. did not give him any instructions 
as to the review of the testimony^ thus responsibility had not been fixed 
by Laughlin for the* review of the testimony at the S.e'at of Government. 
La ughlin does not feel that he needed to issue any special instructions 
to 



but in the absence of existing regulations^ the Inspector 

f>,eej.s haugniin was derelicirih not fi xing responsibility* Laughlin 
prepared a memo dated 2/25/53 showing [ 



__^_^ ^^ _- am * stating, 

volume will benreiviewed and appropriate action taKen .after which, 



This 
it will he returned to ^he Committee,^ but this memo does not sh ow who 
was to have the, responsibility for the review of the testimony* \ 
obtained the ^estimoriy in order to comply with the request of the Newark 
Office for a copy and to see> if any FBI informants were compromised. 
I I had no inteniiph of assuming responsibility for the complete* 
review of such testimony at the Seat of Government and received no such 
instructions* Jf Laughlin had sent the testimony to i>he Liaison Section^ 
Responsibility wiould have been fixed or if Laughlin* had given specific 
instructions to responsibility would have; been fixed** New' 

regulations have n^w^ae en issued for the handling of .Jenner Committee 
testimony* It was the responsibility pf Laughlin to see that such 
regulations existed all along* The Training & Inspection Division &7id 
the Administrative, division recommends 

A* Letter of censure* 

Bo Probation* 
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18. ALAN ff. BELMONT 

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

Because of his position requiring that he assure adequate 
handling of ' all domestic Intelligence matters and his over-all 
responsibility for the setting, up of adequate procedures within his 
Division, there being loopholes in the instances under discussion, the 
Training & Inspection Division and the Administrative Division 
recommend* 

A. Letter of Censure* 
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DETAILS OF INQUIRY INTO THE HANDLING OF 
I I BY NEWARK FIELD DIVISION AND 



SEAT OF GOVERNMENT INCLUDING TESTIMONY BEFORE JENNER COMMITTEE 
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he 

b7C 
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b6 

b7C 
b7D 
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be 

b7C 
b7D 
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Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, $* <7« 4 \ 
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neboU u 



wept*. 

tit* *»« 
tfld * 



b7D 



P6ar Ifr* HeXnonti 

* ^ .*,. «? ^? p rpyieued the reoults of the recent survey ncde 
into the handling bii the lpp.ea.tlc Intelligence Division of the 

I .. . . 3-, l» ond I uaht to expreaa to you ny dia- 

aatxa-faction vvcr pie yeckneaaea found to essiat lyithin if our div- 
ision in supervising this nda-t itiwricnt eoae* 

- x * W Uour responsibility to have cade car-bain that 

clear-cut end adeouate procedurea hed teen aet up end vore in effect 
for the oqnplefc. and thorough consideration end supervision of all 
aspects of ' Ws natter* It has been definitely deternined that 
this, wco not the case and , in: feet, $hore icaa no active au nervisi oh 
or investigation into the alleged espionage abfivitica of \ \ 

mtil it isas ^earned that He was about to repeat his atatcnenta 
at a public Rearing of a coTxtHtcc* I en- holding you zchonally 
accountable for the provipt correction of these deplorable veak~ 
neaae3 x and'l expect that, there Mill be no further instances of 
such failures in your division* 

t:- > ..J. JACMiim *** v ° wa * *1 
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Office Memorandum 



TO i THE CHIEF CLERK 



FROM I A> J. 



SUBJECT: 




UNITED STATliS GOVERNMENT 




date: May 22, 1953 



WITHHOLDING MOUNT FROM SALMI 
ALM.,H„BEIMONT , 



ToIsm t— 

U<ld_ 

Nichols. 

Cle« 

Gla liu _^_ 

Hiflo^ ' 

****** _' 

*i«ef «%<!«_ 
Tele, R».__ 

HftllftMH 



Effective immediately it is desired that 
an additional ten dollars be deducted from each pay check 
for the purpose of application -to my withholding tax* 



tic 
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united States government 



TO 



, MR. LADD 

O 

from t A. H. Be 



SUBJECT: 




\fi DATE; 



May 14> 1953 



In celebration of my 15th wedding 
anniversary, I would like to take leave for 
half a day j starting a*,I.p#m> today* Please 
advise if this ds agreeable* 



AHBtCSH 




G«Kiy 
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12 JUN 9 1953 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
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The Ac&^3£rativ,e Assistant, 
Attorney General 




Propped by* n J 
Gbook^d by ? /- 

June 22, 1953 



Director^ FBI 

Superior Accomplishment Award f o*r " 

Alan H. Belmont, Assistant Director ' 

There is attached a justification to support a raeri- 
toridus salary increase for Mr; Alan Hi Belmont, Assistant Director 
of the Federal Bureau -of ^ Investigation. . - ""■*'.*/" 

Although Mr. Belmont' 1 s position is not under the Class JfJL- 
catioh Act, the justification to support a Meritorious' salary iridrease 
for him Is being submitted consistent with the* manner in which * such * 
justifications ar[e submitted in connection with -the positions covered 
by the Act.. ~. . , . 



Att 
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"""".'."V in in ■■! ■ i ;. n 
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To: 



From: 



o ^ 

Department of Justice 
RECOKMENDATION FOR SUPERIOR ACCOMPLISHMENT AWARD 

Date #***??' ggfr ffiffi . 

The Administrative Assistant Attorney General 
Attent i on : Ef f i c i ency Awards Comm i ttee 

(Division, Bureau or Off ice)' 



Frepa*£3 
Checked by 



¥$&> 



Subject: Superior Accomplishment Award 

Title VI I Classification Act of 1919 

The following recommendation is presented for your consideration: 

Position title: ^gi^a^iaea^ta^. . Grade: «&W Sa1ary: 

Last salary increase :^ SE3 ^^ «jBp&- $&#» Date: |$*3&*g$ 



&j 




Description of superior accompl ishment. nncludetol lowing information: 



fa). What the standards are for this employee's type of work or 
what is normally expected in the position; -(b) What this employee 
did; (c) How the work he did exceeded the standards; or how the 
idea-or method or device is expected to improve service, or how the 
special act or service exceeds the^normal requirements of his job.- 



* B0Unt! #BBE 
Amount: p^ 






^Ki«a^5aak«^ -8$vQ5sa£sx --was as^ eqsKwsswessw *s* *a 
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C/> 
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Mr. Nichols, 
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Mr! Clp-g gEff ici ncy Awards Committee 



Mr. Glavin, 
Mr. Harbo. 



Mr, Rnapn . . 
-_ _ Aomin. 
Mr. Tracy 

Mr. Laughlin 

Mr. Mohr 



Mr. Winterrowd, 
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Mr. HollomanllJ 
Miss Gandy. 
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c<j->ltoo XTailton 
Movomont Section 
The above Information 
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Department of Justice 
RECOWENDATION FOR SUPERIOR ACCOMPLISHMENT AWARD 

Date June 22s 19^ 3 

To: The Administrative Assistant Attorney General 

Attent i on : Ef f i c i ency Awards Comm i ttee 

From: Federal Bureau of Investigation 

(Division, Bureau or Off iceV 

Subject : Super i or Accomp 1 i shment Award 

Title VI I Classification Act of 1949 

The following recommendation is presented for your consideration: 
Name: Alan H» Belmont v Division: Domestic Intelligence 



Position title: Assistant Director 



Grade: GS 17 Salary: $13,200 



Last salary increase: promoted from #13,000 - Date: lj-26-53 Amount: $200 
per annum to $13,200 per annum in GS 17 " 

Last superior accomp 1 i shment award: promoted Date: 10-30-lj.9 Amount: $200 

from $9200 per annum to $9i|.00 per annum in GS 34 
Description of superior accomplishment. Include following information: 

(a) What the standards-are for this ^employee's- type of work or 
what is^normaHy expected^ nj he position; (b) Wha"t this employee 
did; (c) How the worthed id-exceeded the standards, or how the 
idea or method or devfce is expected to improve service, or how the 
special act or service exceeds the* normal requirements of his job. 

It is recommended. Mr ♦ Belmont^ be afforded an advancement from $13,200 
per annum to §13,^.00 per annum in Grade GS 17* in view of his outstanding 
performance in connection with the over-all supervision of the Espionage 
case involving Julius and Ethel Rosenberg* This case, in which both 
subjects were sentenced to death for divulging atomic secrets, attracted 
world-vriLde attention and is considered to be one of the most important 
cases ever handled by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Mr, Belmont personally followed the developments of this case closely 



Recommended^ 



Eff icUflp? Awards Committee ** 



Admin. Assistant Utorney General 
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Date 




N u m fc>*© red .—.——-•— ^ 
PERIOR ACCOMPLISHMENT AWpD . 
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TO: The Administrative Assistant Attorney General 
Attention: Efficiency Awards Committee 



from its inception in 195>0 and has consistently directed its difficult 
aspects* Many situations arose which required immediate and far 
reaching decisions which he rendered promptly and, which subsequent 
events have established, were based on sound judgment* He was not 
content to face the numerous problems as they arose but instead Tie 
continually demonstrated outstanding planning ability in foreseeing 
such problems and in working out appropriate solutions prior to the 
time the actual problems were faced. As a result such problems, 
when they did arise, were handled smoothly and efficiently and did 
not work to thk detriment of the case* He continually demonstrated 
outstanding leadership and set an inspiring example to the other 
employees who assisted in the many ramifications which had to> be 
dealt with in connection with this lengthy investigation* 

Mr. Belmont particularly demonstrated advanced planning 
ability and unusual foresight throughout the numerous appeals that 
took place following the initial i trial* He was "constantly alert 
to the various legal aspects of the case and his handling of the 
entire matter during the time the appeals were teing considered 
was exemplary. 

Mr* Belmont personally went to Sing Sing Prison, where 
the subjects were incarcerated, during the latter stages of the 
case and perfected detailed arrangements for interviewing the 
subjects if they decided to furnish any information even at the 
last minute prior to their execution* He tept the Bureau promptly 
advised of all on-the-scene developments fc&d otherwise handled the 
arrangements at the prison in an outstanding manner* No untoward 
incident occurred w&ich could have proved embarrassing to the 
government. 

During the entire period covered by this case, Mr. ^Belmont 
has exhibited unusual initiative, -planning ability, foresight and 
judgment. He has spent' many long hours over and beyond the regular 
work day without regard for his personal convenience*. The quality 
Zl Pf! P erfomance in connection with this case has been so remarkable 
that he is definitely considered to have exceeded the nomal re- 
quirements of his position to such extent that he is deserving of 
special recognition in the form of a superior accomplishment award* 
He has undoubtedly rendered a great public service* 
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July 7 9 2963 



Mr. Alan 3* Bolnont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* c* 



Bear Jlr* Belnont: 



With reference -bo the Bureau to letter of June 22* 2953* 
advising you tzere being recot&iendcd for promotion fron $23*200 
par annun to $23^400 per annun in Grade 03 17 r J an writing to 
advioe you that this promotion becaae effective July 5* 2953. 

Sincerely yours* 

7. Edgar Hipvw 



be 



John Edgar Hoover 
Director 
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July 22 $ 195$ 



*.r 



Mr. Alan # # Belmont 

Federal Bureau of investigation 

Washington ^ 2). C* 

Dear jfr. Belmont: 

X have been advised of the excellence of 
the Special conference for field, security Supervisors 
which yo%< conducted on July 20 and '21* J* w&nt you 
id know J^f^at j aw indeed pleased to receive such a* 
j$pd report. The success of the conference was due , 
t& r ho$ti the careful preparation made by yon and the 
Sfipervisbfs in your Division and the wholehearted 
afi^jen$hu&tastic participation by all concerned* j 
want you^to convey ky congratulations to the jsuper- 
visors wfid participated in the program* 






Sincerely yours^ 
J, Edgar Hoover 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 64 



Office Memorandum • united states government 




TO -Mr. Cleg$f <> date: July 22, 1953 
from : Mr, Wat3orkrtP 

subject: SPECIAL SECURITY CONFERENCE r " UM — 

July 20 and 21 J£Jr- 



jue&olt 



I attended captioned conference throughout each !^ I 

session. Sessions began at 9:00 a.hi and adjourned at — 

?:45 p.m. on July 20 and 5:,45 p.m. on July 21. 



Eminent. 

Uofc r 



program was exceptionally^ well organised and °" 

efficiiently conducted; response was enthusiastic; results "" 

appeared to be fruitful and : should be reflected in increasingly 
productive achievements in. field* 

Assistant Director* Belmont personally conducted 
entire meeting. Success of conference, y in my opinion, was due 
to Mr. Belmont r s outstanding leadership. Attitude throughout 
was one of teamwork, good fellowship, and an urgent desire to 
meet Bureau *s obligations in security field, in closing 
statement 2fr. Belmont urged conference to anticipate problems, 
set up programs in advance to meet these problems. 

RECOMMENDATION: That attached letter of commendation fie sent. 



Attabhment 
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Prepared by- t**^ 



Jlli^««* #, 3053 



Z?»$tc3 Staion Cibil C&rvioa Cozo.i$$ion 



pursuant $a Public Xeo IpG^ '%3i& Ccngressj tJicr^ at& ^rteftsmi^tetf 
f}Bret3ifh rcQ$r4& f$r Julfy 198Q refpfrinj tq the fdiioz&na 
ctz>2oye?& in -the Federal gureati 0/ Xhv^iigatton trto raceiitetf 
fxdditioml Ktithtnrjrc&ii *a8panpc&ant a$ a r&&ar& for ^uppripr 
QCGonplisfat&nf? ~ 



lobePZ J?*&enam 



r. miiisi^TEhSF 



//r» Alan n* Ji&%&m$ 

tfr. J2i 

Mr. 

Ur. 

Mr* 
Mr. 

Mr* 
Mr* 
Mr* 
ttrt 

Mr 
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\" 
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0&6pn Jljj&crtsa. 

Sincerely ijMWfy 







1 \}**-X*>i2 

John, $$$&r E$Qv$t 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

•FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIOM 

WASHINGTON 2$, D. C. 



Prepared by: f|A 3-185 
Checfodby: 

FHedby: ^fty/Mi 




REPORT NOi 



August 3, 2953 



te 



Names Kr* Alan H* BeinOnt 



Nature of Action: Superior Accomplishment Step Increase 
Effective date? July 5j 2953 



Position 

Grade and 
Salary 

Bureau or 
Mother Unit 



Headquarters 



Departmental 
or Field-" 



From 



' Assistant Director 

OS 27, §13*200 per anhun 



.To 



Sane 

GS 17, $23,400 per Qnnui 



Field 



SQ1Z& 



CIVIL SERVICE 
OR OTHER LEGAL. 
AUTHORITY 

Part 2£,Sec.2£.l6 



Appropriation 



REGULAR 



•Date of Birth 



2 - D2 - QV. 



i Approved by the Attorney General 'June SO, 2953 

I&st salary increase: UBA from $23,000 per annum to $23*3)6 per annun in Grade 

GS 27? effective 4.-2G-53., 
Last superior accomplishment: October 30, 2949, 

Attachment: Justification for Civil Service .Commission 



'?oi»<w_ 



**** * ,, „ , , _ 



Fi2e No. 
JW:fkb 



67-94639 







Sincerely yours . 



hn EdgarlHotJver 
Directs 





JffiPOKP TO II. S\ CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 







* U, S, C ANMrHTJMNTING OFFItti IMS* M7»7* 



I ,/tocy ood crgojiizetioNl deiijnotiOM 



/EnploifM't none (oad sociol itttirily occounl number when oppropficle) 

trim nam 



M 



2. fay roll period 






3. Slock Ho. 



i Grade ond jolory ~ 

ft }l *W(ft 



4. 5tip.No. 



PAY ROLL CHANGE DATA 



J — ' 11 



BASf.PAY 



OVERTIME 



GROSS PAV 



BET. 



IAAhhm* 



BOND 



F.I.GA, 



NET PAY 



7. Previous 
iwrifiol 



8. New 
normol 



?. Pojr this 
period ■«% 



10* Keffl<t(k): 



II. Approp<iotion(») 



12, Prepared by 



13. Audited by 



r" 









/ 



D Periodic ^increase D Poy advent 8- Oh slep.itwto>e_ SflB B fflfi MglMfrfTO— ~ 



H, Effective 

.dole 



ii X nm mi 'WW 



IMWOPdololF 



I5."0ole lost 
equivalent 

increoie 



rr ff 



16T0!d salary 

rale 

. $ 13>S00 



17.~ New tolary 

role 



during following period}]) 

* ' "Mi 



I in opprcpriale spoccs covering LWOP 




P 



iMaw^f r ii n ■ nv. 
i m p» n pti»n 



18. ferformorvce rating is satisfactory or belter, 






-" Hi' 



iU; 



itatvn or c-Jhef ovthenticolion) \ / "■ 



£Ue«e«l,WQP. Totdl excew IWOP 



(Check applicable box in case o( excess IWOP)" 
„ In pay itotvs at end of woitiftg period. 

J InlWQPilolwaleidolwcili^wr 



iTttoftl Iwilrfh cf Oeit 



SSfflfiS JUL 22 JW n m hmu^ 

. 8, 1950, General Demotions No. 102** v v *" , -„ . +b(WiV* 



STANDARD 

Form 
Nov 



!/ 








Cbp^ If 



Office Kos^randtta/ United States* ^pvernnent 
\50 : Wt. J>. It. XADD | \ \ \ DA2E* ?une 22, 1^3 

Affil ,*, ku 'k . IU H3LM0II2 f\ \ - } ' - 

SU33?C2: ', JUNIUS AW ETHE& £03H{£GE<i , ^^^-^ — J < 

E3KCC3A03 R J <J X \ 

^ Warden Wilfred &• Donno opsins S.I113 Prison was tsost 
cpoper&tlvf fclth tbo Bursal in cq^octioa ^rith tUo Jlosonberg 
mttoxv He &ad his foot oar *ho ground and, approached tiib Trarlous 
problem v^IcJi Arose In it sensible,, logical manner. Any request 
i*e n&de o^hln was readily granted oven during the barrage of 
questions a^4 prdblonai facing Mm during i&o day of tiib 
execution £#& laaodiatoly prior thereto* At our request Ixo 
kept the B*$?$du ontlroly out of the publicity ^ which wds nost 
difficult Itrtfiot* of tho Intense coverage aCfiordod tho prison 
by ihe p*Q&&*! Indeed* not,, even &te. guards at tho prison know 
of tho fast ^that Agonts \foro present at Sins Sing* He handled 
all contacts' with tho Bureau Agents* personally and nade i H 

, , ,,,, t , 

jtteecoraend a lottor from tho Director to tho Warden, 
end a proposed letter la attached for tho 3?lroctor , 3 approval* be 

X .ql|o rocesmond letters of corsnonda tlon to Spec ial 
kctenhn ^ oaa a j« Hcandrews* John A. Harrinfltoni l I 

I 1 andl l» and b6. tho two stenographers ,. 

I I and I 3> 

IShila tho questioning of tho p.dsonborts did not tako 
place, those Agents did caltd all tho orransosients with Warden 
Benno which ijorkod ouo successfully and handled, the 1 entfro matter 
very discreetly. On Thursday, JttLo 18, and Friday, Jul© 19, a 
groat deal of .tifce was spent golns oyer and .over tho plans 
fop questioning the Bosenborgs and X fool confident that, had It 
occurred,' it would have been handled in a highly corspotont canner. 
In addition* tho various problem which wero arising very rapidly 
throughout thoso two days wore proiaptly and discreetly handlod© 
Oho two stenographers, likewise handled thoKselvea very well 
and discroofcly during tho time thoy were at Slug Sing undor 
conaitiens of considerable tension* It was a rather trying 
situation for clerical ©taployoos and X fool that these two ecsployeos 
acquitted thoisselvea very creditably and wero fully prepared to 
handlo any asslgncamt given to then*. 



£|IS: Kor 




: -\ 



o 







*C\ •* 



For the above reasons^ X feel that letters Of 
commendation to these employees are fully justified* 



DlfiBeUeiMS NOTATION^ "APPROVED. BELMONTDID AN OUTSTANDING 
J03 FROM THE 1 BEGINNING OF THE CASE UNTIL. ITS END. A TBBERJCEARS 
GRIND. HE. IS TO BE COMMENDED AND RECOMMENDED FOR A 3E3TT03I0TTS. _ 
INCREASE."- H. . .' v " " ' 
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VTANOARD FORM WX 04 



D Q 

Oj/^Ctf lS/i&17U)Tcl/yidum • united states government 



to i.- jifr. Belmont 
from » # r . Martin 



m 



Tolson, 



* 



date: June 50_, 1953 Nichols 

Belmont, 

Cleg* 

GUrin 







subject: ASSISTANT DIRECTOR A.- H. BELMONT 



bo 



lUrbo 

Rosea. . 

Tracy 

Geany 

Uobr 

»iotem>»d — 
Tele. Room— 

HollottiQ — 

Sizoo 

Miss Gaudy _ 



1 New York Office, 



Jor record purposes, SA \ 
called at 10:25 p.m. and advised vhat you had left Sing Sing 
Prison at 9:25 p.m., June 19, 1953, enroute to New York and 
that you would take the 11:05 p f .m. plane, June 19, 1953^ 
from New Tork and would arrive in Washington, D. C. y 12:55 a.m. 



-"yCHMtmar 












August 31; 105$ 



(J 
Ut. Alan J7«- $dtt§nH 
Federal Bureau of investigation 
United States Lepart&ent of Justice 
Washington; J). (?« 



Xcizr i&ltiontz; 

$ha chill end efficiency with 
which Bureau agent o located and apprehended 
J# C* Fugitives, Robert George Thompson and 
Sidney Steinberg; Cnith Act subjects; and 
four other nenberB of tk& Goxnunist Party 
underground apparatus haue been extrenely 
gratifying to no* and I feci that you dre 
certainly deserving of the highest praise for 
your supervision and coordination of the natter 






re 



J an aware that yfou v.adc numerous 
constructive suggestions and issued instruct \ 
tions which greatly aided the progress of the % J 
investigation; and X want you to knbw how nuch oj ^ 
I appreciate: the splendid results accomplished 
through the efforts of you and the viany agents 
who worked on the case* 



73 



Delcaoot, 

GUvi*u~ 
Harbo^ 

Jftosett,. 

Gearty — 



\LWznao^/J^ 



Salutdti o n per Re ading n 



tiQtcrrowd* 
Tele. Rooca , 
HoKomao w 



Us GaaoY^ 

If * . 




Sincerely t/ou^s^r^ 

&* Sag!*" Hooves I tf^Vi^ v* 

3 



mW£F*OHD. o 



BATE 






S9SEP ^i SS3 




Q 



September 1, 19S3 




conpifmTiAt, 




i } 
IJr*. Alan H* tfelnont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Washington*. .D, C* 



Dear Mr* rdmottt 






jgk^-0Jf° 



She Eureau is in receipt of the report of 
the physifctti ^examination afforded you at the United 
States Naval Hospital,. Bethosda, Maryland, on August 18* 
1953* ..—--.. / * _> 



This report -reflects that, you have a 
deviated nasal septum to the left xind xarithotoia on 
the upper eyelids which the examiner did not con- 
sider to he disqualifying^ 



C*3 



r-o 



V4 **m 



The electrocardiogram afforded you in this^ 



.connection was within normal limits* 

The Board o£ : Examining Physicians of the 
United States Naval Hospital reports that you are 
capable of strenuous physical exertion and. have ho 
physical defects that }*quld interfere with your 
participation in raids, or other work involving the 
practical use <>f firearms cr 



Sincerely your at, 

John Edgar Hoover 
pirecjoa? 






en 



if 



rn 
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GC- Mr* Eadd 



;a*S^ 



Sir A V 
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m 
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Standard Form 88 
«~IRev. Aug. 1950) 

„ ~JPllO]£W&IKD BT i» 

Bureau ot the Budget 
CieculabA-24 







REPORT OF MEDICAL EXAMINATION 



TIO 



n 




- 


j 












I." ^TliAME^hRSr.NAME^MIDSLE NAME 

, BELMOlfl, A£&i H. 


li GRADE AND COMPONENT OR POSITION 


3. IDENTIFICATION NO. - 


r 4. HOME; ADDRESS (Number, street or RFD, city or town, zone and State) 


5. PURPOSE OF EXAMINATION 

Annual 


6. DATE OF EXAMINATION 

8/18/53 


7. SEX 


8. RACE 


9. TOTAL YRS. GOVT. SERVICE 
MILITARY | CIVILIAN 


10. DEPARTMENT. AGENCY* OR SERYICE 


11. ORGANIZATION UNIT 


« 


li'DATEOF BIRTH 

1-22-07 


13. PLACE OF BIRTH 1 --- - 

. N«Y*C. 


14. NAME. RELATIONSHIP. AND ADDRESS OF NEXT OF KIN 




IS. EXAMINING FACILITY OR EXAMINER/AND ADDRESS 

UNMC- Bethesda- . 


16. OTHER INFORMATION 





17. RATING OR SPECIALTY 



TIME IN THIS CAPACITY: TOTAL 



LAST SIX MONTHS 



CLINICAL EVALUATION 



NORMAL 



X 



AC 



X 



NE 



J 



i 



X 



X 



x 



X 



X* 



x. • 



ABNOR- 
MAL 



? Jt 



Females only 



{Check each item in appropriate col- 
nf mny enter "N. E." if rtot evaluated) 



18. HEAD. FACE. NECK. AND SCALP 



19. NOSE 



20. SINUSES 



21. MOUTH AND THROAT 



2£' 



'acuity under ittmt 70and71) 



23. DRUMS*(Pa/ortft{on)* * 



24. 



fcYES— GENERAL vnitf Umt S9m ^ md m 



25. OPHTHALMOSCOPIC 



26. PUPILS (Ecuatity and reaction) 



Zl, 



OCULAR MOTHJTY <£S»%i£S$ i ~~ 



28. LUNGS AND CHEST (Include breasts) 



29. HEART (Thrust, tilt, rhythm, sounds) 



30. VASCULAR SYSTEM (Varicosities, etc.) 



31. ABDOMEN AND VISCERA (Include hernia) 



32. ANUS AND RECTUM gjgjftfcggg) 



33. ENDOCRINE SYSTEM 



34. G-U SYSTEM 



35, 



UPPER EXTREMITIES JJjJjJo** "*** e/ 



36. .FEET 



37. LOWER EXTREMITIES ^SSJ£S^ r«M^ 



SPINEL OTHER MUSCULOSKELETAL 



39: IDENTIFYING BODY MARKS. SCARS. TATTOOS 



40.< SKIN. LYMPHATICS 



41. NEUROLOGIC tffeuit&rium UtU undtr iitm 7t) 



42. PSYCHIATRIC (Spicify any per #wwWif det&Non) 



43. PELVIC 



(CftwJfc Aow done) 
Q VAGINAL D RECTAL 



NOTES.— Describe every abnormaltty in detail. (Enter pertinent item, number before each 
comment: continue in item 73 and uie additional sheets if necessary*) ;_ 



19- Nasal septum deviated to left* 
No obstruction* 



♦ « 



lj.0- Xgntjiomgita, upper eyelids* 



(Continue in i torn 7 3) 



44. DENTAL (Place appropriate symbols above or beloto number of upper and lower teeth, respectively) 
t&rrltestOTabte teeth X. — Missing teeth 

^Sy/j-rNonrestoraUc teeth XXX.— Replaced by dentures 

'^\V X 3 4 5 6 % 8 I 9^ JO 



(6X8). — Fixed bridge, brackets to 
include abutments 



12, 13 



14 



15 



- S 



£ 32 31 30 29 23 27 26 25 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 

x ' x . 



17 



"_" 45.. URINALYSIS! SP. CR. 1 • 022 



REMARKS AND ADDITIONAL DENTAL DEFECTS AND 
DISEASES 



Type III 
Class I 
DPMAX 



67 



-4*/£39-M 



&*bV6lU)<l 




LABORATORY FINDINGS 



Or 



ALBUMIN 



N 



SUGAR 



N 



MICROSCOPIC 



N 



46. chest X-ray («**, icte, film number, rwuH) 

Neg. 



47. 



SEK8h3«l{siW4Wi«t««J anitauU). J- - 

"Neg 



at< 



11 ShK 




48.EKG 



Normal 



49. BLOOD TYPE AND RH 
FACTOR 

"Al ,! POS 



50. OTHER TESTS 



7< 



f L± 



«r 



89 SEP 41953 



HlJS * 



$&8 



% 



MEASUREMENTS AND OTHER FINDINGS 



foti?» 



*ssr 



51.. HEIGHT 

70" 



52. WEIGHT 

190 



53. COLOR HAIR 

Dj^k. Brown 



54. COLOR EYES 



Lt;' Blue 



55. BUILD: 

SLENDER* MEDIUM HEAVY OBESE 

DID © n- 



56. TEMP. 

N 



57. BLOOD PRESSURE (Arm at heart level) 



53. PULSE (/irm at heart level) 



SITTING 



SYS, 116 
D1AS/ 60 



RECUM* 
BENT 



SYS. 



DIAS. 



STANDING 
(S mln.) 



SYS. 



DIAS. 



SITTING* 



AFTER EXERCISE 



Z MIN. AFTER 



rtf-J 



RECUMBENT 

piVFn - mr.Er.-Tna. 



AFTER STANDING 
3 MIN. 



-59. 



DISTANTjVISION, 



60. 



REFRACTION 



NEARVgtONp { 



RIGHT 



20/2Q 



CORR.TO20/ 



•BY- 



CX 



CORR.TO BY 



-LEFrar2<T 



CORR. TO 20/ 



BY 



CX 



(Specif v distance) ES° 




EX* 




R.H. 




un. 




PRISM DIV. 




PRISM CONV, 


Sep t 9 39%! '53 - 


63. ACCOMMODATION 




64. COOOR VISION (Tes( used and result) 

A0C-19ij.0-N*ormal 


65. DEPTH PERCEPTION 
(Test used and score) 


UNCORRECTED ' 


RIGHT \ LEFT 


CORRECTED ""* " ' '* " * 


66. FIELD OF V1ISION, 




67. NIGHT VISION (Test used and score) " 


68. RED LENS ' 


69^1NTRAOCULAR TENSION 


70. HEARING _ 


71. AUDIOMETER 


721. PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PSYCHOMOTOR (Tests used and score) 


RIGHT WV 15y«5SV 
LEFTWV l5/i5SV 


fl5 
/I5 




250 


COO 
Bit 


1000- 
tOU 


2000 

tots 


3000 


4000 
XM6 


8000 

8199 






RIGHT 




-, 






m 


1 






LEFT 










m 













73. NOTES (Continued) AND SIGNIFICANT OR INTERVAL HISTORY 

Usual childhood diseases 
Kidney stone 19l}.9 



(Use additional sheets of plain paper if necessary) 



74^ SUMMARY OF DEFECTS AND DIAGNOSES (List diagnoses with item numbers) 



19- Deviated nasal septum 
ip- Xanthoma, eyelids- 



~ n. c. fir. u 



1^ . 



75. RECOMMENDATIONS-FURTHER SPECIALIST EXAMINATIONS INDICATED (Spetify) 



he 



77, EXAMINEE (Check) 



1^1 QUALIFIED FOR^ 

Qisnot^-" Arms 



F0I ptrenuous physical exertion & use of fire- 

QY>WIQ V 



76. 



PHYSICAL PROFILE 



P U 



H 



PHYSICAL CATEGORY 



78, IF NOT4QUAUFIEO. LIST DISQUALIFYING pEFECTS BY ITEM NUMBER 

4 " 1 r ^ 



79. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 



80/TYPEDOR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 



81. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF, DENTIST OR PHYSICIAN (Indicate which) 



SZJ'TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF REVIEWING OFFICER OR APPROVING AUTHORITY 

- — er- 



SIGNATURE 



SIGNATURE 



SIGNATURE 



SIGNATURE 



y-~— 



V. S. COVttKKtNT f JtlHTIHfi Off ICE 10—62288- 



HJ 



NUMBER OF AT- 
TACHED SHEETS 



*-»-_, 

-'** 



- Q O 

ATTACHMENT TO STANDARD FORM 88 
• - (Revised July 21, 1952) • % *.-«»•" 

Report of Medical Examination 

FOR INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE OF MEDICAL EXAMINER; 

' The following portions of the attached examination report form heed 
not be completed: 

2 67 

3 68 
11 69 * 

14 71 (unless other 
17 examination indi- 

62 dates desirable) 

65 72 

Item 4-8, the electrocardiogram, is not required unless the ^ 
examinee is over 35 years of age or unless other examination indicates 
such is desirable* v 

If the examinee is an applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type, and Rh factor (items 4-6 and 49) are not necessary unless the 
facilities for affording same are readily available to the examiner* 

FOR ALL EXAMINEES, WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL 1GENT APPLICANTS OR . 
EMPLOYEES:" ^ ~ 

The medical examiner should answer the following question: 

Examinee r? ^__ qualified for strenuous physical 

(is or is not) 
exertion* (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS : 

The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical use of firearms? 



/T/M> 



If answer is "yes" please specify. 

IT IS -ESSENTIAL THAT ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59, 61. U, AND 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL ACUITY, COLOR VISION ANp7*~ C OMPLETED TW BET ATT.. 




be 



iJiCLOSUhE 



1$ 4 If 031* W 



irTANDARO POftM NO. 64 



o 



Ofjict Mawandum 







UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



PROM 



SUBJECT: 



UB* LADD 



An B. 




mwLEd mim mrs - i. & maw. 




i 



I am scheduled /or annual leaye /or t/iree weefcs 
starting September, 14 and running through October 2 3 1953* 
The case involving Joseph Kats, Espionage - R, my be coning 
to a head in the -next week or so., depending on when and if 
Katz enters the American Occupied Zone of Germany* If this 
happens before, September 14^ I would like to hold off taking 
any leaver If it happens* during ny leave y I would like to 
come &acfr on duty, as T consider the case highly, important* 
I do not have plans perfected to leave Washington* 

If it is agreeable;, I will go ahead and start leave 
on September 14* 



«/ <* 




If] <'!'•*< 

CC -lr. Holloman . Qp' 



IV 



»• 




Searc 
Numbe'red 



' ! i 



I «>| >f^| 






'" a 




copy - Oij 



Best Copy Available 



TO 



FRGK'f 



Kli.-B.H. LfiDD . 







August 28, 1953 



FVA.. W. EEIMOEE 



7 JlDE?JffiO; T ro' 0PESi;TI03S (. SAH FT^ISQC) 



a 

I 

Pi) 

■ i 

V 



■. ., -At 1:05 .:p*,i -Pacific' Dayli£tt\Sa\dn^TiTi.e, :, ;on- august 27, . 1953** 

Cownunis't fugitive's Hobsp.t: Ceorge iftujipspn, 10' #2tj32, an(J Sidney Stein--: 
bfrp, IO'';r.2'.j36, were apprdliandea by- Special igenes 'of /fche.'SAn ^raneisc'p 
Division. >lso apprehended,' ?xt¥ t\e,ge 2\ fugitives as har^ori-hy subjects 
wereb'Oabl Pdwiu 2asi,"„ fomierly a;' Ooiiimnist/'':'ijnc;i.tienary. of f'-'iniaa.-s3rta" 
■^ose^whWcabopts'.'bas been unknown, since"; June of I951i Shirley -Kreaeh, '■ 
'-■ho baa been operating e^tenslvely'ln. the' CoriutiuHt'a t ". u-n<3 fiP^rptind' --ttnclfisr ■ 
the. alias .of I^e^lsnj'iTOS/^pei'C^l^tnan.^ ft'-npi : tio^I % or«UBi"s : t 
functioT , -'r , y fro-i New York .-City whose whereabouts bsjs.bbeen unknown since 
/u, ust. of 1951. ''nether 'harbodn|;s : i 3b.ject, , Pa:tficia;;Slau, .was also. " .■ 
.apprehended' by Sah., Francisco Agent iafcer., : in .'the day m M?;ust' 27",." ,, ; '.' 
ne^T S^oc&tun,. Oslii'QPnjiii,, . v;' ■ ■' -' . .'.;-.■'.' .-''• '.' - ' ,-. ■.■.• ' b 



in\ 






a lorif, 
Pftne;trst : tion of : the 



San ^rzricisco Office locat ft these fugitives only, after 
■vuj^nd Mfhfj delioctc 'investigation which- 1 ■ ed . tq the 



iQTOUM.st^Tinciergf^ und in' San ^rancispp. 



■' " ■^m^^My ■'- ; ',..■ V.' , t ; : './ :';.,', . - ' : ... 

• ,■ ' y '': : 'Jha^e 'is .atechBd^ tele typebfoom. the San. Mnoisco Office ." 
■Which rpco»nds : '^ of. aowen- 

d^tions; for the Saroau .etkpioye^, wft"' -cr ndmted the ■■Uwfe'3 : oi^atiori'and me."di 
th£. ap Tf he- : slons ,- The 'beicw ,.-ty : Division control in ^he^- npcoroe^datlon^ 
mad.eby-'^p5cial is^n-t; in ' Cliarf^ 'ihalen'of the San^rnncuco Office; 

■ :,M : Y0RK.''- r !.. ,■' ";:■ ■'■• ./' ' ■- : : . ■ ' ' ' '.' :: 



.In cbnn^ion pitjh the \ipvdti{^ :> ' 

identification of Sidney Steinberg, 2'' speical r&iplpyeaa: o'f. the -Rew York 
Office* on mm$ %> .1953,. posittveij, identified the voice :of. Steinberg'.' 
00 > record^^hiph wag tnad^ ■ ava|lafeie ■ to^he - ; Hew ;ToriUffr ic e by San . '■ 
Praneiaoo'uAfaese 'special employee^, 1 wer e] ' [ and 

I . / These, spetfiai 'O^plwls- M^ befiwae -f aMlier ■ with' the 
mUfW^Mx^^BB a result: of : inv^lli' atio ^MtiGi4:.>Y -% '^h- VaH i 
Qf f ice; prior '-tp Ms 'disa /pearahce iisfl ; 95l^ 




It is,'recotnniended that, the^se 2. speclar^^^^gs^c^xsJ^tts.: 



of ecwien^ation^or the alert 'ar^d -earnest .ef'fd 



: in' lis 



to- the mi$ voicm m.ch a,:pe?;red on-th^ re-corjii,ng r m&de avSlahle^'th 
San.Prsnciso-o Office, 'an-' selecting' and" positively identifying' the veftee 

of sttorg. ■ . '■•'.,_ ■ ,.,; i .;■: f : lg; r? I4J953: ■ . 



t - ' attachment 



i\w 



:^n 




b6 




s;>w ?nAnoiGCb diViski . ;■■■■■. .". : ' , ■■ ■ ■• . ■'■'■" 

Although SAC '.-aifiiaVhaa been.assii.nsdto tbe Sak?ranciso,o 
Division for enly' a short period of tine and the. investigt i«h led 
to the' penetration of ' the.Comunist underground in the San vranoisco 
Jv is on 2 i 11 under way at the to». of Ms arrival, he ^directly 
in har e ' t the apprehensions . Be'im personally present at he scene 
t th e tl the apprehensions were made and he exerc. sed epellenW 
udS : n JlSa initiative, in ..rranizinf; the. over-all plan f ich cutanat d 
f? uoclssM apnrehnesion of the fugitives and the in in. nals who _ 
were with the*. Sr -Men worked, day ana mpht on tiis .case and 
toonstrated dml devotion, to duty and leadership, m analysing the 
situation. and .perfectly Plans for the apprehensions. 

w vrhpian carried thpo"hthis assignment in an.outst-ndinp, 
manner Jit is ^coSed^th't he he afforded a letter of commendation 
for his efforts in this regard. ... ,- ;•■■..■■ • •■• 

Supervisor .3. .-rCUlfoley. . 

'" ' The supenvilL of the fugitive cas.e'ihvolvin: Sidney Steinberg 
is assigned to 4»rvi?or K-^. Dooley of the Interaal Security Section., 
when the S n Praneisoo Office reported .that .an unknown individual 
idefltif ed only as -josh", who attended a meeting in .-the San ?ranci.sco 
D i oni htnossibley be identical with Steinberg or .ilia, orman 
VBvron, toother" 10 fugitive, rfr.itoley worked untirein^ly m an efio.rt to 
iefMely establish whether the. unknown "Josh" was identical with one 
!f tSse furft'tts. Hr. Dooley and Supervisor ,M. J. "eddy made the sug- 

S W £ 1 Snts ofV'ew *»k Office who could, positively 

id ntify by aifht Karronand Steinberg be sent to the S An *rancisco 
Division for the nurppse of assisting: in the identifier won. Two 
hew York ^ents .uere immediately flown to San Francisco and _ one of these 
, F ents didVsitlvely identify <5tein.ber P . at the hideout .PJJJ c0 Jj? 
time the apprehension was made. '%e Few lork merits positively identify 
Samuel" -olin who was at the hideout at the time of the arrest. . 

In view of the alert and intelligent manner in which ■ 
lv. 7dwin>. Dooley .handled .this eas±jFnment, it is recommended that he 
be .afforded a letter of commendation. 




edgy , "■.- ■' f ■ ] ..".;• [ ■ : ';•■■■ " ., • r: ;J ■■ ';-y - 

SippfisV\r , fet?d , .B^ "Redely' of.. -the ■ ■ ip-t^a? jial" Security, Sac tion .!" ' . 
.worked, witlj '%, ./*■ -Pv jDoolfiy : in- r-eyiBWlh/c -«l ■ 2&6r-p4gp -loe coyerninf a .' v \ 
meeting 'at which the uj^lmown "Josh 11 ,., among others, w$s prssent;^ ^Jaieh'. 
intensive ^vleWj-Mr.'^eddy .arid ri ri..Dooley., : c^me up ..with" the ; reo^Mefidit-' 
■ ion. th£t ^ents. from the ifew i'ork , Office-: who/ eo^ldjo^itively identify : 
Steinger'f. and ^iltiam Koman Warr'on,.. another 10' fMtIve r iie'iiiiniediaiely 
sent to the S-an/Franciaoco. division in. -an effort tea. assist' In ■.. tha 
Identlncatidn^of the unknown ■■ " Josh, V as a 're^lt' of ^ this suggestion,- :/ 
.the 2 Agents from the few York'\(tffice.^ 

division aPd 'one '-of these Ajehts did positively: identify fugitive ' ; ' ■'.- 
St'dhberg prior to. the time of": the apprehension, ' .,-. V" ■■'■■ -, • ; . 

In view ;6f ' the alert, and : intelli - r e;nt eontrltetion Nr;.',fteddy 
pade 1a coraraetactlon with the. suggestions to sent the ^ew York, Afents^to 
San,francl30/in .connection with. this case > it is->e.copttende»d f: tiiat • 
be. afforded^' latter, of Gbmendatlon, . ■'.. '> ■ '■:<•■■- • - •■ 




pred j^auTii^ardner r Chief ^Internal Security, freotloh ' ■ .'; t . , . r 

. M" ^auitfgardher has the pver-all respongibllity for Jha. . '■ ■ * 
investigation of the Communist underground yhich w$ carried oh by the ' 
San Francis c-o Office which -Old. to, the apprehensions' of ft^itiveS ' 
■SWinbprg and Thompson, Instructions' which were ■ "forwarded id ,tha : >' 
Sa;n Pi'.encis: o : ' Division ihconnsbtion^ w^^ operation 

\%§T.e els.oedly -supervised 'tfhd correlated b^ Section: Chief 'Bsittigar'dnefc. 
Tn edditioti* wherr the.- S^ Francisco Vision advised ;of t.be;.;pd-.s$ilffl;i , ty 
.that "'the ,unkhpwn ^Jqsh't mipht. possibly' be idehtiear'with ; the ,,, 
.fugitives "Stl^^ . 

to sst^bMsh.'wheter in Jdt.on^ql':;thV, fugitives' was f wesent t ih^the' - ' '■'" 
area -'of Ihe- San F&taci-sep Jbi-^Mra.'.^His lAhtiring^effcjrta.' w^re^espensib] 
in .'hQ ■ Sfoffli ■rfeaaufte fdrife; .Successful appsi; hension of fugitives '' ' '. ■;.'" ".■! ' 
Steinb^ and. Thomson,' 7n,yiew of tie intelligent fanner in' which. v'. ( 
he . guided, -and correlated, the over-ajl investigation^ 
it- is'^eebmendedthat he be. afforded a letter. of :-QOTnmendatlon, . '■ . 



( . r&lso ;reeOTtiend:that'& letter of comeMatlGn ; be sent 1 ', 
to' Ass't. Director A*' Bv-ge'Lijop-t who closely coordinated and 
issued niMer^jSu^stion and\lnstructions d^rin^'the '-&r${v&r 
period,;,; \ ■ , . '■■'••= ■-.''' , ; '. ,,,:1 " '■'";! : "', : ; : , .''■'./'■"■' ,' ■ •• •',. .. 

i*iL. ; '/"\ : ' : r '' :>.■'.■■■/' ■■-, ' ; -, • - - - ■'■ .■. : ; 

.ACTION: - '-;•■' \, ." "' ■"'■'■ . • ' '..;''" , "..'V 

■ - . , t! . ■ ■ ■ ' ■ ■ 

• ; - In the event you concur it is- 'suggested, that this memorandim : 

be tprwarded to the Administrative Divisiun for appropriate' consldera-' 

tiori.: ' . >> .. • '..■,. - ■. - . . . ..:'■; " " .. 
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September 14, 1$S3 

^EnSONAL AND CONV^ENTIAL 



llr. Alan E. Belmont 

Fedetal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington? D. G. 



Dear* Mr.. Belmontt 



^ .-. -a, i t: ^ * , # 



cay -....- -« -' ---« 



„wi3* Jf^/«»j 



* *~ * . * 




I Dan;* to express my extreme displeasure with the 
grass mishandling of the investigation regarding suspected 
espionage at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey^ and at %he Federal 
Telecommunications Laboratories, Nutley, New Jersey. $his 
investigation required a project af photostating d large 
number -of dossiers of individuals connected with the instal- 
lations at Fprt llohmouth and Nwtleyj New Jersey, and the sub- 
mission of summary, reports on the information contained in 
these dossiers. This project has dragged on for over three 
months and it is still not completed, and due to the ifiept 
supervision afforded this case by the domestic Intelligence 
Division it has been necessary to practically paralyse the ■* 
Newark Division by assigning thirty-five agents id the proj- 
ect for over three weeks. When it became apparent that the 
Army was failing in its obligation to photostat a portion of 
these dossiers you should have in^isied on the Newark M-* 
vision's demanding of ihe Army immediate notion in photo- _ 
stating ihe matdridl or jprojaptly making mother arrangements 
so that this project could have been completed within a «, 
reasonable time. ^ 



m 

m 
< 

so 



A3 



As. Assistant Director in charge of the Domestic ^ 
Zntelligence* Division, it is your responsibility to see that% 
such matter^ are properly handled and receive appropriated * 
attention s,o as to prevent any undue delay. Ton are expkct^, 
to take immediate steps to insure that there is fto: tecu^irer^ %g 
on the pari of personnel under your supervision in failing^ y« 
afford close and adequate supervision to a ny assignment for— 1 **=? 
loxson^jahich they are responsibre., ^ r^TZ — ^— ^— ^, 

..^.^ l^i- /^£ ~ 
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Ros£a.~« 




Geart/= 

* interred -^* / 

Tefe. R6o«.*hyV 
Ilolloona . *"* * 

^Miss Caoj 
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F F X 1 1OM0RAHDU M ^ UNITED STATES GOVERM4ETIT 

TO : tm. B„ EL LADD » . DATE: September >, 1? 53 - 

FROM •: MR. }l. H. BBEMOffir) \ ' 

SUBJECT: SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE, - 

FT. MOMQUTH^ NEWHERSEYj, and ' 
PEDmAL.T3LEC0MUIIICATIOliS LABORATORIES, 
NUTLEY, mi JERSEY .. ' [ " 

There, is attached a. memorandum dated September 9, 
1953 setting forth answers to the Director's inquiries 
concerning the, hand-ling of the investigation of this matter. 

x Shef Investi gation of this case, was supervised in < be 

v \ Newark by Supervisor ! I and SAC Hostette rl it "the 

^ Bureau, the casq was supervised by | I 

^ RECOM?^IJDATIOI^S : " " ■ 

*s (1) It is recommended that a letter of censure be directed 
to. SAC Hostettpr for his failure in supervising this matter in 
the Fewark Office and particularly for J hi& failure to insure that 
the Army, promptly handle t&e Photostating work which t&£y agreed 
to do and, failing in this, to mpre promptly have made arrange- 
ments for part or 'all of the work to be; handled by our Ifew Xork 
Office* It is not recom mended t hat administrative action ; be 
taken agaihst Supervisor | | of the Newark Office in view of- 
« the fadt that he kept the SAC advised of the status of this > 6 
te matter, consulted with the SAC, and the- SAC passed oix *afid 
H concurred in the action taken by | ~~1 » „ ^ 

M 

i 



V? 



c 



"I agree" 9V9, Tolson "I agsee"F. H f 9-9 DIR5CTQRS SOTATIONi "OK-." H. 
s recommended th a 
C, E. Hennrich/ a: 



(:2) It i s recommended th at a letter of censure be directed 
h to Supervisor I L to Section Ch$ef William A-* Brattigan, 

• to Inspector C« E. Hennrich, and to myself ♦ In the supervision 
of this matter at the Seat of Government, *we should have realized 
that this project would hav<3 to be completed and would require the 
expenditure pf a certain stiirount cff jnanpower and that the faster 
the Ifew?trk Office got on to this' project, the less phahce there 
would be of k prolonged, delinquency in the handling of the c.ase# 
We should have insisted on Newark* s demanding of the Army immediate 
action in £hotos;batihg the material or that we make other arrange- 
ments to have it clone* in spite of the economies involved, so that 
the project could have been completed* 

"I agree" Tolson. "I agree" E.H. 9-9.. , .DIRECTORS NOTATION:. "IT IS 
CERTAINLY REGRETTABLE THAT I HAVE TOr GQ TO SUGH EXTREMES AS TO GET 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION WHEN THERE HAVE BEEN SUCH 
GLARING IHETHESS & MISHANDLING OP A PROJECT." H. 



be 



"jC'en let to Mr. Ho^tetter ,„| I, Branigan, Hennrich, Belmont. DCM:ggs 

9-l?-53 



itMi^« .&? 



mnmmmumm 
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TTAKDAjy FORM HaM 



0$# Memorandum • united states government 



to 



FROM r 



SUBJECT; 



4. J? 



• Bflmojyt S 



DATE: 

September 9, 1953 



SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE, 

FT. MONMOUTH, NE¥ JERSEY, and 

FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 

NUTLEY, NEW JERSEY < 



Tolsoa 

UW . 

NirtoU 

Bclnoot 

CI* M 

Gliria 

Hirho 

Rosen 

Tncy 

Geitty 

Mohr 



M 






Tele. Rom. 
HoIImmo — 

Si too 

MiuGvutr. 



In your Memorandum to the Director dated September 4, 
1953, outlining the manner in which the investigation of the 
above matter has been handled, it was pointed out that SAC 0. 5. 
Hostetter, Newark Office, has stated that on August 21, 1953 
when the first coDies of Photostated dossiers were obtained from 
the Army, he assigned five Agents to reviewing them. Hostetter 
said he felt that not more than five could be assigned, due to 
the fact over 50 per cent of the Agents on security work had been 
engaged m the Philadelphia Smith Act surveillances for six to 
eight weeks prior to July 31, 1953, and upon their return, most 
of the work was badly in need of immediate attention. The Director 
inquired: "my didn't he call it to our attention then and whv 
didn't Intelligence Division follow up on it?" 

Concerning the handling of this matter generally, the 
director commented: "This has been grossly mishandled her* and 
at Newark and now - 3 months later after you are caught off first 
base you practically have to paralyse Newark Office by assigning 
.5 Agents to it for over 3 weeks. I want to know identities of 
Supervisors here and in Newark for this coasP 

This case is superui&ed at the Seok ^^rmW 

At the Newark Onfice tlxe ca Wfiw : "brar i 
and SAC YoWfflf. /flSK 



I Supervisor 

i supervised by Supervisor 



SAC Hostetter, Newark, sta$es*he lias per}9rm$ty ctoliewed 
>isinn nf thin nnup in +hc *«»,««. ir A**4~« 1. ^l'i!JOOTj™ 



the supervision of this case in the Newark 4//^«..te-J5pM^anS i 

nth the original instructions to Newark in BumenoM M ®mi ^W J 
1953, He states he approved the action of Supervisor ] [ In* — 

advising the Bureau on June 22 of the scope of the investigation 
necessary and the estimate it would require approximately two months 
after the copies of the dossiers are obtained to complete the 
project as outlined in Bumemo, and an additional three weeks if 
Federal Telecommunications Laboratories (FTL) files were to be 
reviewed. This memorandum also proposed that the New York Office / 
be required to Photostat eight to ten thousand pages. Hostetter 
states that following instructions in Bumemo dated July 8, 1953, 
that an effort should be made to have the Army furnish the Bureaux ^ 
with Photostats of the material in its possession, the Newark •■[/[ 7|\ ^ 

AHB:lw I v'V 




mm 
&#■';■•■ 

tffe; 



m 



Hi!;: 

m 

r"vV.;v:. 

wM 

mmkk 

lli 

M 

n 

I 

/"># 

mm 

Mi! 

m 
m 

mm 
Us; 

w 



#»;■ 



iff 
mm 



r 



Memo to Mr, Ladi 



be 



Office promptly entered into negotiations with the Army and 
notified the Bureau on July 15 that arrangements for Photostating 
had been made and that two Agents were being assigned to review 
files and mar* serials for Photostating. There followed delays 
in obtaining Photostating service from the Amy, as a result of 
which no photostated dossiers were received until August 21, 
when five men were assigned by Bostetter to reviewing these 
dossier*, flostetter states he did not notify the Bureau he felt 
that no more than five Agents could be assigned, due to the fact 
he knew the Bureau was aware of a shortage of personnel situation 
which he has in the Newark Office which he said was called to 
the Bureau's attention in the Newark Office inspection in May 
and later in connection with office delinquencies. He said the 
bureau had informed him no additional Agents would be assigned 
\to Newark, and that in connection with this particular case he 
[felt it was his job to assign as many people as he thought he 
"could to the project and for that reason he had not specifically 
called it to the attention of the Bureau. 

Hostetter stated he feels that the delay in handling 
this matte r by New ark is not primarily the responsibility of 
Supervisorr~\but his (Hostetter' s) own responsibility, 
since he personally was aware of the action being taken and 
concurred in the action. He said he did this because it was 
a large project which was being completed in order to insure 
that the preuious review of this material, which review had 
resulted in the conclusion that no action should be taken, was 
correct, and mat the project was, in fact, a protective step 
on the part of the Bureau. He states he realised that m view 
of the time elapsed in handling this matter, it should have 
been handled sooner. 

The Domestic Intelligence Division prepared the 
Bureau's instructions to the Newark Office dated June 9, 1953, 
to obtain the Army dossiers, search their files and furnish 
summary memoranda to the Bureau as a protective zeaaure for 
the Bureau. K'e had previously reviewed at the Bureau two 
summaries prepared by the Army and had concluded that no 
investigation was warranted. In addition, we had had the 
Newark Office review the dossiers in the possession of the 
Army, and they had concluded that no espionage investigation 
ms warranted. In a review of the Federal Telecommunications 
Laboratories dossiers they obtained information resulting m the 
opening of fourteen individual Security Matter - C cases. 
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Memo to Mr. Ladd 

In analysing the situation, we felt that the Amy was 
requesting the BuLu to conduct a «»« r ? i -i tS P 5S25 <r ?o ^o S ^ 

r:cihe;^^ 

{ that th ell le miter could he finally resolved. The fnark 
OffteJas its "acted on June 9, 1953, that this matter was to 
receiue continuous and prompt attention and that u// cient 
personnel be assigned in order that it could 6 mpleted J* 
the earliest poseiftle date. It woe also instructed *««.«• 
51? J! matter his personal attention. ^""''{j; 

aSice /rom ffewark dated June 22, which was rec iued a the 
fspionaie Section on June 26, that th e obtain "PJ/ WP*J« an(J 
n? th* dossiers inuolued the Photostating o/ between eigh-t ana 
t{n thou ana wertecauee o/ the magnitude ./ the project and 
tie fact l e >Je doing this work primarily *™*"<>t J*;"* 10 " 
o? the iny, /oi- econonv we concluded that the Hewark Office 

(oula a k y the Amy to do the Photostating ™rk andwe so 
instructed the Newark 0//ice on July 8. Burner o/ J 1| «■£• 
in response to Newark memorandum o/ •"">« f > *» "Jiilti Se 
hod also estimated it would take two months t com pl«*J *JJ 
ft. ifonmouth dolssters and three weeks to complete the Fed erai 
Telecommunications Laboratories dossiers after they were Photo 
.stated. Ve did not speci/icolly object to «»••'*!!, £1^8 
Uewark Office. ' U did point out in our memorandum of™ 8 
'that in order that this review nay be completed at the eariiesz 
possible date, the Xernrk Office should not »**«»* ilali 
memoranda are prepared, but that they should be submitted in 
smll groups on a continuing basis until the entire project s 

completed, ffeioark thereafter advised us on July 15 «g **J a * 7 rd . 
jo/ their progress, and on August 7 posed certain «»"*";•' 
|*«ff the administratis handling o/ the memoranda. Bumem o/ 
Ugust W concurred with Newark's recommendations and >"« ructea 

that the Kewark and Sew York Offices expedite the ■■»«"*; 
Icrder that the entire question of the existence ff an "J";° r f torfe8 
Iring at ft. tfonmouth and the Federal relecommun cations ^ «»6oroM"" 
Imoy be resolued. On September 1 the Bureau ,/ollotoed with Rework, 
linetructing that the completion of the project be expeditea. 

The Domestic Intelligence Division did not consider 
this case in ke category of a "special" and, while it was 
followed with the Xewark Offioe urging that it be •«?/•***. 
promptly, we did not set specific deadlines since we had hoped 
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o to Mr. Ladd 



that the project could be absorbed and handled without upsetting 
the other work being handled by the Newark Office, We should 
\have insisted on more prompt handling by Newark and, particularly, 
we should have insisted that they, in turn, demand that the Amy 
authorities promptly handle the Photostating work which was 
assigned to them. Had the Amy complied, the project would haue 
been substantially completed by now* 

\ I do want the director to know that our failure to 

list pertinent dates in prior memoranda* submitted on this matter 
was inadvertent, Ve most certainly had no intent to mislead the 
Director or to keep facts from him. We will watch this closely 

to avoid such errors in the future. 



RECOMMENDATIONS: 



wt'a letter of ce 



5 (1) It is recommended that 1 A letter of censure be 
\ directed to SAC Hostetter for his failure in supervising this 
1 matter in the Newark Office and particularly for his failure 
to insure that the Army promptly handle the Photostating work 
which they agreed to do and, failing in this, to more promptly have 
made arrangements for part or all of the work to be handled by 
our Hew York Office* It is not* re commende d that administrative 
action be taken against Supervisor} \ of the Newark Office in 

view of the fact that he kept the SAC advised of the status of 
't'ris matter, consulted with the SAC, and the SAC passed on and 
concurred in the action taken by \ ~[ ^ 



f//# 



in,'& 



be 



(2) It is recommended, that a letter of censure be 
directed to Superviso r I. to Section Chief William A. 

\3ranigan, to Inspector C. E^Henhrich, and to myself. In the 
'supervision of this matter at the Seat of Government, we should 
have realized that this project would have to be completed and 
would require the expenditure of a certain amount of manpower 
and that the faster the Newark Office got on to this project, the 
less chance there would be of a prolonged delinquency in the 
handling of the case, Vie should have insisted on Newark* s 
demanding of the Army immediate action in Photostating the 
material cr that we make other arrangements to have it done, in 
s-nte of the economies involved, so that the project could have 
been completed* 
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TO: 
PBOM: 

SUBJECT- 



SYNOPSIS: 






W. R. GLAVIN 
H. L. 'EDWARDS. 

COMMUNIST PARTY "USA , - 

UNDERGROUND. OPERATIONS (SAN FRANCISCO) 

INTERNAL SECURITY (C) 

COMMENDATION MATTER 

mc ls co " by fe e li ^pT^gusV ' 2o7lS 



August 31, 1953 






SAC San Francisco oy t7eletype August 20, 1953, 
set out information concerning the- performance of employees 
'iiithe San Francisco office, as we'll as tvk> employee's of the New York 
office, in. connection with the apprehension of Robert George Thompson 
:and 'Sidriey~Sl;einberg, top Communist fugitives, and four , other members- 
of "irheyCommunist. underground apparatus on A ugust 2J, 1953. The SAC 
recommended, that, the "following Special Agents receive meritorious 
salary increases for their outstanding participation in the 
investigation and' apprehensions: 



-be 



CK 



x55 



Jo 6 
b7C 



Richard G« 



'Roy Lo Ericsson 



Fletcher, 



Jr 



Robert L, 



Hami lton 

— i ' 



Prank J, 



I - Assigned NY 
Smith - Assigned NY 



According; to; the SAC the above named Agents assigned to "the 
^ Sari* Francisco Division demonstrated exceptional ingenuity, initiative^ 
£* tore sights and sincere devotion, to duty in developing highly confidential 
f sources, off information:^ in. 'following. .througli-ori. inf ; ini£ersimal leads 
t- in, the, face of .severe .hardships, arid *in. finally locating the 
t hideout x>f Thompspri and S^teinbergo 



be 



I * /This investigation required the utmos/t' tact- and diplomacy a s 

£"welT~as thel s^rictes.t, security measures^ in order, to." prevent the subjects 
I'tvortL, learning, the B ureau ha d discovered their hideouto ^he SAC stated 
^ha;t Special Agent s P I and. Smi:th, who .are assigned to the New York 
of'fIce,yderaohstra ted unusual alertness /and initiative in identifying 
subjects Thompson and. "Steinberg and another member. of , the Communist 
underground apparatus prior to and after theJapprehe,risions "were made ♦ 
'Acc.ording. to the.. SAC all/, of these Agents have gone far beyond the normal 
-requirements of their positions, they' have given freely 'of their pwn 
*1;ime fc -without regard -for personal convenience, and the exceptional 
-quality of their performance has been reflected 'in the highly successful 
results accomplished*, 

BJBJW:jks 

CC: MRo BELMONT & ^ 
ATTACHMENTS (39) ' /X 



r 



9 



MEMO W. R. GLAVIN 



In addition to the above, the SAC at San Francisco recommended 
that the following employees be commended by letter for their 
participation in this, operation: 

Francis E. Gall agher | | 

Clarence W. Dunker 



nudi 



According to the SAC these Agents demonstrated excellent judgment and 
intelligence in handling their various assignments^ and all ar.e deserving 
of special recognition as the result of the high caliber of their 
services.* Hie SAC pointed out that Special Agent P~ I 

has supervised the entire* investigation and that his services have 
been outstanding. He was not recommended for a meritorious salary 
increase apparently because he is at the top of Grade 13 and is 
therefore ineligible to receive a meritorious increase at this tiine.. 

Further, the SAC at San ^Francisco recommende d that letters 
of commendation be- directed tc | | a p hotographer ' 

in the San Francisco office, and l ~\ stenographer, 

both of whom materially aided in the outcome of .the case* Mrs. 
I I acted as matron for one of the female subjects. Hie SAC also 
recommended that ASAC Ralph W. Bachman be commended for his coordination 
of the ^various phases, of' the apprehension from the .Sari Francis co^ 
office in the absence of the SAC who participated in the .raid on the 
subject's cabin. 

The SAC suggested that the. Bureau desire to: commend 
SAC ,Abbaticchio of the Philadelphia officeand SAC D. K. Brown of 
the Albany office since the operation* which led to the apprehensions 
was originally approved and set up undei* SAC Abbaticchio and other 
parts of it Avere started and approved by SAC Brown 'while they were 
assigned to the San Francisco office ., - ■ - -* 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE tOMESICC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 



Mr. Belmont in a memorandum to iSr.* Ladd, dated August 28, 
1?53, concurred in the recommendations of the SAC and further recomm end- 
ed that Special .Employees -Robert E. Broderick v and | H of 

the New York Office be commended for their identification of the -voice 
of subject Steinberg from a recording m<ide available by the Sari 
Fraiiciscd office. In addition, Mr. Belmont recommended that, letters of 
commendation be directed to SAC Tflhelan of the San Francisco office,, 
to Section Chief Fred J. Baumgardner of the Internal Security Section 
at the Seat of Government and to Seat of Government Supervisors 
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MEMO to W-. R. GLAVIN 



E. E. Dooley and Edward B. Reddy f or their excellent supervision and 
handling of this complex matter . 

Mr. Ladd concurred in the recommendations of the SAC and 
Mr. Belmont and also recommended .that Mr* Belmont be recommended by; 
letter in view of his able supervision and coordination of the entire 
operation at the Seat of Government. 

CONCLUSIONS AMD RECOMMENDATIONS. OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION 

A, -review of the Personnel Files of those Agents recommended 
to receive meritorious salary increases has reflected that the services 
o£ all Have been generally satisfactory and that they are eligible to -be 
receive such incre ase s with the follow ing exceptions: Special Agents 
I H and I I received' meritorious is alary \ 

increases effective March 1, 19i>3 , arid are therefore prohibited by law 
from receiving- another such award during their present waiting 
periods . Special. Agent Roy L. Erickson entered 6ii*duty with, the Bureau 
on, November 23>^ 191*0* as a Student Fingerprint Classifier and has * 
been* a Special Agent* since July II;, 19h3 ♦ He is presently in 
Grade GS 12, $781|6 per annum and a meritorious salary increase 
at this time ^vould place him at the top of his present grade; It is 
noted that he* was considered for reallocation to Grade GS 13 oh 
July 10, 1953, but was passed over to be reconsidered at; a later date 
in view of administrative action which ha£ been taken against him on 
December 31, 19|i3, June 28 ,_ 19l*l& arid March 9,\19h$* " He iras censured 
and placed oh probation on December 31, 19^3, for an erroneous 
identification on an impersonation case while -assigned to the FEE 
Laboratory. On; June 28, 19kk, he vfas censured for the carelessness, 
he displayed* in^ connection ;«rith an examination which he made, of a 
fraudulent chepk while assigned to the FBI Laboratory. On March 9, 
19li3>, he was censured and placed on probation for- the poor judgment he 
displayed in, making; an erroneous identification in : connection with 
another impersonation case while assigned to the FEE Laboratory. Tfc. 
should be noted that he v(as transferred from the FEE Laboratory to his 
assignment in the Field' oh November l£, 19l*6, and has been assigned to. 
the Field since that time. 

In view of the foregoing it as 'recommended: 

' 1*. Thai SpeciaL Agents | I Robert L. 

Hamilton^ Richard G. Fletcher, Jr. J I he 

and Joseph. A. Gal ligan of the San Francisco office ;and Special Agents 
I l and Frank J. Smit'h of the .New York office receive • 



meritorious salary increases for their outstanding performance 
in connection with this case since it is felt that their services have 
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MEMO to W..R. GLAVIN 



met one of standards for a meritorious , salary increase -which provides 
as follows: 

"(d) A special act or service in the public interest, 
related to official employment, over and above normal 
position requirements, of an unusual or distinctive 
character, "where its recognition as a T basis, for an , 
additional-advancement woulct serve as a definite in- 
centive for others*" 



T agree TOLSON OK- I agree ♦ 

JPM 8/31 Hi P. H 



8/31 



2; That Special Agents f" | and I 

I be commended by Letter in view of their ineligibility to 
receive meritorious^ salary increases at this time., 



* ■ 



I agree. OK 1 

JPM 8/31 Tblson H. I agree. 

FH 
8/31 



. 3.- ihat Special Agent Roy L. Erickson be reallocated from 
Grade". GS 12 to Grade GS 13 ,in, lieu of a meritorious salary increase i 



X agree. 

JPM 8/31 Tblson 



OK 


I agree. 


H. 


FH 




8/31 
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MEMO to W. R. GLAVIN 



1;. Ihat letters of commendation be directed to the other 
employees named above in the San Francisco and New York offices 
and at the Seat of Government vfoo have been recommended by the 
SAC at San Francisco and the Domestic Intelligence Division to 
receive such letters • 

I also recommend letter of 
commendation to Mr. Ladd. 

HT * 
r agree. 8/31 

* JPM 

8/31 Yes and also Belmdnt. 

lOlSON H. 

-OK 
H. 

Letter to Mr. Ladd 9/2/53. 



If the above recommendations are approved^ the appropriate 
letters are attached. " " . 



DETAILS , 

.All pertinent information has been set out in the synopsis 
and is not, being repeated in the details. ", ' 



PER MANENT BRIEFS OF THE PERSONNEL FILES OF SPECI AL AGENTS 
1 I HAMILTON, FLETCHER, I [ ERICKSON, 

I I AND SMITH ARE ATTACHED. 
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October 2 y 1953 
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Mr. A, E. Uelmont (ft $xM$'''L* 

iederal Bureau oJ" Investigation 
Washington 25; £• (7. 






Dear itr* Belmont t 



"•, f 



/- // 



I irant you to take irznediate steps to 
arrange for the tiore expeditious passage of 
memoranda and correspondence through the Domestic 
intelligence Division* 

' X have in mind -the recent occurrence 

where a Memorandum fron you to tfr+ ladd dated * 
September 2&, 19S3 y and entitled "Proposed Action 
To Assist In Double Agent Operations Abroad; 

; #♦ $♦ Evaluation Board (V3BB) W t>as held in the 
Espionage Sectfon from September IB to £eptenber 28* 
Despite Mr* Whttson f s explanation that he had 

l 1 more pressing matters to handle first, it is still 

\ felt the delay isas r e&cessive. 

You nust immediately exauine the procedures 
in the Domestic Intelligence Division to assure that 
mail is handled promptly so as to at/old & recurrence 
of sizi;h delays. i» ~ 

^ S £4 

— ^ _ Very truly \yo Ms 

4* : ^3'- £»*%f £3 







Of»rty 
Wpht-. 

Tejci Room 
Holfomaa 

Miss 
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Qctober 7* 2953 



psnaavAL Aim a^JFiwrjTiAL 



ITr* Alan, JI* Telnont 

Federal EurcaiA of Investigation 

Washington* XU <?♦ 



pear l r r. £elmont? 
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Nichols - 
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Tracy--— ^ 
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r Atfue given careful consideration to the 
.delay which occurred in hand ling the matter o f the 
dereliction of Special Agent \ | of the 

$e& fork Division in the O&curtty Matter case involv- 
ing Teas Srzerdlon and it is apparent that the poizes* 
tic Intelligence division should have submitted its 
memorandum on this natter more promptly* Although 
the letter containing the pertinent details izas re~ 
ceived in the Bureau on September 17* 1053* and in 
tk& domestic Intelligence Divi&idn on the following 
day j the mem orandum recommending action against 
Agent \ | tos not prepared until September S3* 1953* 

batters of this nature should receive 
prompt and vigorous attention and the preparation of 
memoranda or other necessary action should not be 
delayed*, Therefore* I desire that you instruct the ^ 
agent supervisors in your* division that such items ^ < 
must he given expeditious attention as I do not in~ : l -n --> 
tend to tolerate §uch delays i& the future* 

Very truly yours* 
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& TO 
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Jahn Edgar ffo$*c4fec^*^__ 



Director 
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TO : ifc. Jtolson DATE: 10-2-53 

rami * h. h. ciegg 

SUBJECT: TESS SWEBDLOff 

SECURTTr iaTCEft c 
Bureau ?ile 100-369Q69 

With Regard to the letter f rom the Mew York Division 
dated September 15 j 1$53> which dealth with the erroneous 
identification o f the abpve^-captioned subject by Special Agents 
I | of the K ew ^ork Division^ and which was received 

by the Internal Security ^Section of the Domestic Intelligence 
Division under da ta of S eptember 23 ». l95>3* recpnmiendih^ a letter 
of censure for SA [~~ I * A letter 5f censure arid" probation was 
prepared by the Admixiistrative Action Unit ,of the Administrative 
Division liirfer date of September 30 ? 1953* The Director's office 
"has requested that the apparent delay in the preparation of the 
memorandum by the Internal Secturj ty Section-and the letter of 
penusre and probation to SA | | jby the Administrative Action 
Unit be looked into* , * -* - 

The above letter .from the gew York Division was .received 
in the Directors office at 10:39 a. nu on 9^17-53j was received, 
by "r. Tolson f s Office at 2:o£ p. mi land by ^r. Ladd'a Office at 
3 : 06 p.m» on the same date* Shis letter was forwarded to the 
Administrative Action Unit for review and recommendation for 
.appropriate administrative action on 9rl8-53* However* since 
background information- and recommendations of Domestic 'Intelligence 
Division were; needed, it was forwarded to the internal Security 
Section inhere it was received at 5*03 P «m>j fflrdayj* 9-18-5 3* It 7t 
was assigned for handling i>o Siipervlsflr ^ J whb) 



]:• 6 






nornxnr: 



Siiperviscrr 
;, 9-21-53*1 



be 

b7D 



]was involved; 



TeceivediVofi 

in an ext ensive~analvsis of the tes timony of former Confidential 
Informant | ~| before the Souse Committee on Un- 

American Activities on ^-21-53 and was engaged in a .lecture Xrom 
9,:00 to 11:00 a, m r on £-2,2-53 ♦ He was therefore finable to dictate 
on the Swerdlow matter until. 9-22-53* The memorandum was typed 
and sent through under date of c ~23-53- This memorandum was 
received Toy M r . Belmont* s Office at 21*26 a* xz.> 9-23-53, and by 
Mr. Land's Office at 3:07 p.nu on the same date. It was then 
forwarded to the Administrative Action Unit and received in the early 
morning of 9-2^-53 • A p ersonne l brief and a recommendation for 
a letter of censure to SA | I was 



r> 



CESlmew 
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letter to* SeUjnoiht & Olavin 10-7-53 
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appended. The memorandum and personnel brief were submitted 
^JsiJ 1 * *• Edwards, Personnel Office, and were a pproved on Fridat, 
9-25-53 by J iur. Glavin, who also recommended that SA | | be placed 
on probation. This action was approved by Mr. Hohr for Mr. Tolson 
and returned to Ur. davin at 1**51 P.. U. on 9-25-53.- Tt was 
received in the ,meii. room of the* Personnel Office^ at $318 P. M. on' 
9-25-£3 and was thereafter delivered to the Administrative Action 
Unit on the mor ning of 9-28-53. The memorandum was^ assigned to 
Agent Supervisor ! | f or the prep aration of a 
letter ,o£. censure and probation, to 'Sk \ ^~l " SA l ' "L who 
is a comparatively new super visor i n the Administrative Division 
dictated the letter to. Ag'en tl I on g-gfl-ttt hi*. npr.f.Mn changes 
were^suggested by the u nlt Cniel'i , necessitating 



a revision by the stenographer too was unaoie to complete the ~ 
transcription finmediaely because she was taking dictation' oh other 
natters of an urgent and e^edite riature* "'The letter ^Was sent 
through in final form pn.September 29$ 1?53, dated form September 3d, 



RECOMENDAHOF: 



rs/ia M /^ Frb * tKb ^egoing, it is noted that the week end of 
9/18-21/53 intervened whiler matter was in the Domestic intelligence 
Division for consideration, :and the week .end of 9/2£-28/£3 
intervened while memorandum .was in the Administrative Division 
for preparation of letter* There was some, delay in the internal 
§e6urity Section in the preparation of the memorandum in that 
it was. received by Supervisor on the morning of 9-21-53 an4 was 
not handled until the following day* However, the Supervisor . 
was tied up<?n a previous special and tos unable to devote him 
attention to this matter on the first day* There was. also some 
delay in the preparation of -the letter of censure and probation, 
but in this case the^ letter was prepared by a comparatively new 
employee in that unit and certain corrections were suggested by 
the Unit Chief, necessitating A>revisiori in the typing of the 
letter* No f urther action is recommended in this matter. 

I d<> not agree, with Clegg*. It is obvious this matter was riot promptly 
handled but was "bandied, about" • I recommend; letters to Belmont and 
Glavin instructing that such correspondence ,be more promptly handled. 

10-li- Tolson 

DIRECTOR'S NOTATION: » T CERTAINLY AGREE" H. 



G> 
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October 23, 1953 



PERSONAL. MB COHMdEUTIAL 



Tolson 

U44— 1 

Glsvio-**— -* 
Rpscq — ± m-~« 

Tr»cy. . .. 2 .^ 

Mohu*— Wig 
tmttfTOwi*** 
Telr. Roon^ 

Si zoo ,** ..r--., 
Mis* G*ndf 



6' 

Federal Bureau of Inveaii&aititin 



Daiir Mr. BeXnon^t 



***** 



«r «-■-' in '^>-Z-~r~~'~ , """ m f l 

I have given careful consideration -bo ithc 
findings iff the: inquiry recently node into the. handling 
by the Dbiiastic Intelligence Division of information 
to the. effect thai certain confidential iteias- enanating 
from United States defense installations had been ob- 
served in the Soviet Zone of Gafjiany and £ an greatly 
concerned over the failure of the Es-pionage- Section qf 
your division to issue instructions that the Vndividudl 
furnishing this information be interpieaed by a j$ur,ed$ 
representative*. 

it is your responsibility as Assistant Dire&tOT 
to. mike certain, that, all natter*- of this kind are giiikn - 
thorough ponsideratioh and no- investigative possibilities^ 
averlookcd* There toa's a definite- failure in this regp$d 
in this instance) and J shall expect you to -take appro'-** 
pr.iate tveasures. to prevent any repetition* 



{ tf 



ji&sadv^^ 

Jlr\. jja 
fp&rsonal and Confidbhti 



CC: 2Ir\. §&dd V / 

nfidbbttal) 



Very truly yoursy 

2a E^gar Hoover 

John Edgar Sbdvep 
Director 
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DATE: Octob 






1953 A 



subject: UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; THEFTS OF BLUEPRINTS 

FROM EVANS SIGNAL LABORATORY. FT* MONMOUTH, N.J. 
ESPIONAGE\- R 

SUSPECTED [ESPIONAGE, FT. MONMOUTH, N.J. 

AND FEDERAL TELECOmUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 

NUTLET, Njj. 

■ ■ ! o 
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The Director instructed that the espionage case 
involving the Evans Signal Laboratory be reviewed to make sure 
that it had been handled with proper regard for the Bureau's 
interest* In reviewing that case, it was determined that Senator 
McCarthy's hearings apparently covered this case and the case 
entitled, "Suspected Espionage, Ft. Monmouth, N.J m , and Federal 
Telecommunications Laboratories, Nutley, N.J.," therefore both 
cases were reviewed. 

Unknown Subjects; Thefts of Bluepri nts 

From Evans Signal Laboratory, Ft. Monmouth, N.J. 

Espionage - R : \ *' ; 

As a result of data furnished by G-2 at Fort Monmouth 
to the Newark Office on 12-12-52, which was furnished to the 
Bureau in air-tel of 12^26-52, the Bureau secured on 12-22-52, 
an Air Intelligence Informatio&JZe#4&rt<jAated 6-5-52. received 

at 0-2 Headquarters on M-l-sW^ 3 ™ 3 *"*^ r - i 7TT ' — T 

' J 67- 99$ ^ /8"(jS 

This report ^stated that an uniden \4fi e d f 21-y ear-ola\rj/ 
laboratory assistant who had defected in thi mat r Z&ft& of //*/ 
Germany had advised the Air Force that he was employed in a 
Rus si an laboratory at Pima, near Dresden, fffom June, 1949, to 
September, 1950* He claimed that while employed there,. /la^qWri 
microfilmzoopies of blueprints from the Evan\s Signal tti&o4k*dTty 
at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, pertaining to equipment under 
development by tjie United States* He stated that any -informal' 
tion desired from Evans Signal Laboratory could be obtained and, 
during a visit to Krakow in the Eastern Zone, he eaw an eight 
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millimeter sileni film about the Atomic Energy installation 
at Oak Ridge, Tennessee, which included shots of the diffusion 
rooms, pumping uQits, a cyclotron, geiger counter with ampli- 
fier, oscilloscope, loud -speaker and computer* He further 
stated that the movie showed people actually at work in various 
laboratories and 1 contained technical construction data for the 
building shown in the film* The Air Intelligence Information 
Report stated that some of the information the defector gave 
was not considered feasible* No details were given concerning 
that conclusion*] It was determined by the Liaison Section that, 

1 prior to the receipt of this information by the Bureau, G-2 
had already instructed First Army to arrange to have the defector 
re interviewed* 

On 1-15-53, Newark was furnished a Photostat of the 
Air Intelligence Information Report of 6-5-52, and instructed 
to immediately institute an investigation* A report was sub- 
mitted on 3-6-53} which revealed that the radar equipment 
referred to by the defector in connection with the blueprints 
was similar to several U*&m radar sets, one of which is classi- 
fied confidential and the others Restricted or Unclassified* 
It was also determined that similar radar sets were released 
to Russia during \wo rid War II and that Evans Signal Laboratory 
blueprints bore their title only during 1940-1945, and that none 
of the statements of the defector was pertinent to laboratory 
projects since 1946* As a result of the leads set forth in 
l% m % r )/l% 0r * 0/ jf " 6 "i^, and the Washington Field office letter 
of 3-16-53, the Rnoxville Office submitted a report 3 4-15-53. 
? s a tl* g it*^Z h <% i 5 r °E° t £;i concerning a film about Oak Ridge 
lion IA 2£» V3 t0 ?!?**■£* and that the Atomic Energy commis- 

fl»-4<A ** *,«?v d * ? in f ormati °n furnished by the Newark Office 
JZr£f"ffi**» S ?° S reCe J ved S ro ™ *- S «* Fort Monmouth, the 
\dated iSSiS Jk£Vi*2C TA iT L ™*m9ence Information Report 
\aaxed 12^3^52, which stated that the defector had been rein±ZW 

fi#W ttr^ft^VV «£/*«***■'■** fabricated the majority^ 
[if not all, of the information reported originally and that all 
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electronics in/oration previously furniehetby the W*££ ' 
should be discounted. The Bureau also obtained an Air »*«"*- 
\gence Disposition Form dated 3-27-53, and addressed to Q-2, 
\which recommended that any investigation be dropped and the 
case closed. 

The Bureau advised Newark on 5-6-53 to discontinue 
the investigation^ Newark submitted a closing report dated 
6-4-53, which staged the Director of Research at Fort Monmouth 
had advised that jtte equipment which the defector originally 
reported he saw was similar to U.S. equipment but not identical # 
to Evans Signal Laboratory developments subsequent to World far II. 

The defector has never been interviewed by the Bureau. 

The press has reported that a representative of the McCarthy 

Committee has gone to Europe to interview a defector, not further 
identified. 

Suspected Espionage, Ft. Monmouth, N. J. 
and Federal Telecommunications Laboratories, 

Nut ley. N.J. • i ' 

I 

The First Army (through G-2), after correlating infor- 
mation available from employees' applications, FBI reports, 
Navy Department files and Air Force files, advised the Bureau 
on 12-12-52, that\in its opinion, the possibility existed that 
Ian espionage ring ] was operating at Fort Monmouth, New Jersey* 
On 1-16-53, Bureaii advised G-2 no additional investigation would 
be undertaken in absence of more specif ic allegations. Matter 
again called to Bureau's attention by Q-2 on 4-14-53, when it 
advised that the American Legion Post at Belmar, New Jersey, had 
informed Senator McCarthy that a number of undesirables were 
being kept on the \rolls at Fort Monmouth despite the charges 
preferred by local officials reflecting on them as security 
risks. The American Legion blamed Army higher-ups for this situa- 
tion. G-2 suggested the Bureau might desire to reconsider its 
position in light of the additional information. On 4-21-53, 
Bureau issued instructions to Newark to review First Army Head- 
quarters files relating to these allegations. On 5-1-53, Newark 
advised that the files consisted of dossiers on 550 people, review 
of which was under way but that because of magnitude of task, 
they could not mee'i; Bureau deadline of April 30, which was set 
in Bureau communication of 4-21-53. This letter also gave the 
Bureau detailed description of the problem involved by setting 
forth a complete description of the contents of a typical dossier. 

On 5-21-53, Newark advised the Bureau it had completed 
the review of 484 dossiers on personnel at Forth Monmouth (102 
then employed, 269 formerly employed, 93 never employed). Of 
the 484 dossiers, Newark found it already had investigative files 









on 205 of them and that its files on these people contained all 
information that was available in the dossiers. This letter 
>i further advised review of the dossiers on those persons on 
\whom they did not\have an investigative file did not reveal 
\ information whichlwould warrant investigation under the Espionage 
j or Loyalty of Government Employees Program, 

Newark further advised that on 5-19-53, CIC had made 
available files on 117 persons employed at the Federal Telecom- 
munications center and that review of these files would be com- 
pleted by 5-28-53i On 5-27-53, Newark advised review of all 
files completed and that on basis of review of 117 files relating 
to persons employed at Federal Telecommunications center, it was 
i opening 14 cases. \ On 6-9-53, the Bureau instructed Newark to 
photostat all pertinent derogatory information in CIC files and 
to forward summaries to the Bureau together with recommendations 
as to whether further investigation should be undertaken* This 
letter broadened the scow of Newark 's inquiry. The original 
instructions set forth in Bureau letter of 4-21-53, required 
only that Newark review First Army files to determine whether 
there was any basis for further investigation of any individual 
under the Loyalty po gram or the Espionage Statutes; whereas, 
instructions of 6^9-53 required a summary memo on each individual 
reflecting all derogatory information and specif ically mentioning 
the Bureau's respdrisibility under the Espionage, Internal Secu- 
rity and Security pf Government Employees Programs, Because 
\of the short deadline set in the Bureau's letter of 4-21-53 and 
\because of the limitations mentioned above, Newark, in original 
\review of these dossiers, did not record references, relatives 
\and associates of these people and did not search them through 
;«« indices, Thisilack of detailed instructions resulted in 
\some duplication of effort when the instruction^ of June 9. 1953 
{were issued, Newark advises 48 Agent days expended in> review ' 
of files during April and May but that only a portion of this 
represents efforts] subsequently duplicated. Exact number of 
^Agent days wasted cannot be determined but, apparently, much of 
lY't'oouli have been prevented if Bureau ki%*M V 4$£d 
[detailed instructions filbwing receipt of Newark letter of May 2. 
[Bureau, in issuing \ instructions of 4-21-53, should have alerted 
INewark to responsibilities under Internal Security Program as 
twill as Espionage and Loyalty of Government Employee* Programs, 

The Newark Office opened or reopened 26 Security of 
{Government Employees cases and 11 Security Miter - C cases 
\based on review of Ireferencee, relatives and associates following 
\Bureau instruction^ of 6-9-53, **™>wy 



I . .,, 






m 

m 



i 






Inspector Hennrich and Assistant Director Belmont 
explained instructions of 6-9-53 issued after re-evaluation of 
entire situation following receipt of letter from Newark, 5-21-53, 
explaining insufficient] evidence found in review of CIC files 
to warrant further investigation. They both felt that in the 
interest of being ultraconservative and to fully protect the 
Bureau from subsequent shenanigans of Army brass, copies of all 
derogatory information in possession of CIC should be contained 
in FBI files. 

I 
A file review and Photostat work ordered in Bureau 
lletter of 6-9-53 did not progress as directed and on 9-4-53, 
Wtreotor noted delay in handling case and said that case had 
Ibeen grossly mishandled at Newark and at Seat of Government; 
also wanted to know the identities of Supervisors at Newark and 
Seat of Government who were responsible for this "coasting. 9 * 

I Director's questions answered by memo of 9-9-53, as a result 
of which disciplinary action was taken as to personnel at Newark 
and the Bureau, for failure to have project completed more 
promptly, failure "^o^be^cfi rta i n sufficient manpower was assigned 
and for failure to t ann\Pv on Newark's demanding immediate action 
by the Army in photostating necessary material. Since specific 

! interest of Director expressed by inquiries on 9-4-53, case 
has been afforded hour-by-hour supervision, and there appears 
to have been no delinquencies since that date. Case to date 
has not been one of investigation but one of reviewing files 
of the Army to determine whether further investigation 
should be made •; Review, briefing and photostating have been 
completed by Network and all material has been forwarded to the 

I Bureau. Newark has opened or reopened 66 Loyalty of Government 
Employees cases, 65 Security Matter - c cases, 3 Internal Secu- 
rity - C cases, 2 Internal Security - R cases and 4 Espionage - 
R cases, for a total of 140 investigative matters. These 
cases are presently receiving attention. 
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OBSERVATIONS 

1. Th e above Gases we re supervised at the Seat of 

1 Government by SA \ I of the Espionage Section, Chief 

of which is V. A. Branigan. The Inspector in Charge of the 
Espionage Section is Carl E. Hennrich, and his immediate Supervisor 
is Assistant Director A. H. Belmont. All of the abme individuals 
and SAC D.S.Hosi<etter of Newark were censured on 9/14/53, as set 
forth above, for\ the delay and other delinquencies in the case 
entitled "Suspected Espionage, Ft. Monmouth, New Jersey, and 
Federal Telecommunications Laboratories, Nutley, New Jersey; 
Espionage - R. n \ASAC Kenneth Commons has the over-all supervision 
of security matters in the Newark Office. 

2. The defector who furnished to the Air Force the 
original information in the case entitled "Unknown Subjects, 
Theft of Blueprints from Evans Signal Laboratory, Ft. Monmouth, 
New Jerseys Espionage - R n never has been interviewed by a Bureau 
representative. \He was interviewed twice by the Air Force in 
Germany. The Domestic Intelligence Division stated instructions 
never were issued to have the defector interviewed by our Liaison 
Representative at Heidelberg for the following reasom : 

The Bureau was informed on 12/29/52 that G-2 was 
attempting to locate and interview the defector in Europe, G~2 
would have jurisdiction in Europe to handle such an interview, 
our Liaison Representative does not normally conduct any active 
investigations, and in view of Gr2 9 s statement they were attempting 
to have the informant ihtervieu/fthat was deemed adequate at that time. 
The Domestic Intelligence Division advised instructions were not 
issued to have the defector interviewed subsequent to the receipt 
of the Air Force^ report of 12/3/52, which stated that the 
defector had inf opted that the majority, if not all, of the 
information originally reported was a fabrication because the 
Bureau's investigation failed to substantiate that any of the 
material described in the original interview had been stolen 
from Evans Signall Laboratory, the motion picture data he mentioned 
was too vague to identify + all the specific data which he mentioned * 
concerning this film was determined to have been unclassified, 
and fe Air For ce\ report of 12/3/52, which stated the defector had 
fabricated the majority if not all of his original information 
stated specifically that all electronics information contained in 
the report of the\previou$ interview should be discounted. 

**■* *•„ " 1* M« yi * w °f * he Trainings Inspection Division 
25 V v P rot J c ^ ion *t ihe Bureau's interests should have dictated 
efforts be made to have a Bureau representative interview the 
original informant. 
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J/essrls. ladd and Belmont point out that the defector's 
\story was thrice discounted. They agree uM^^ 
(l been interviewed and instructions are ' beina ■'■lMef#o;\int?fv%ewhin^ 

u^- A a^-^ ( ^ forty-eight Agent days were spent during April and 
May, 1953, in a| preliminary review of the First Amy files. On 
5/2/53, Newark furnished the Bureau complete details regarding the 
problem involved but the Bureau, did not issue specific instructions 
to Newark until\6/d/53. At that time the Bureau ordered each 
dossier be photostated and a summary be sent to the Bureau. All 
of the 48 Agent\days were not waited as during the preliminary 
review a general understanding was obtained of the type of data 
available in the Army files, the names of all of the subjects of 
the Amy cases were searched through the Newark files but some 
duplication exists which could have been avoided if detailed 
instructions had been issued immediately after receipt of Newark 
communication of 5/1/53. 

Messrs. Ladd and Belmont point out Espionage Section did 
not receive Newark memo of S/l /53 unt il 5/12/53 and that they felt 
Bureau was not in position to issue additionalUnstructions to 
Newark until after preliminary review by ^ emrk \^Pl^^^^^^ 

4. As a result of the expanded program called for bysifc"" 
Bureau letter of 6/9/53, Newark has opened or reopened 65 Security* 
Matter-C cases, \66 Security of Government Employee cases, 2 
Internal Securiiy - R cases, 4 Espionage-R cases, and 3 Internal 
Security - C cases, a total of 140 files. 

■ i ■ 

MessrL Ladd and Belmont observed that a total of 136 
files of the above-mentioned 140 were authorised by the Bureau to <®j 
"be opened or redvened by Newark, that they are submitting a h - 



1 1 
separate memorandum to the Director setting forth the various £t 

reasons why thesv files were opened or reopened. They point out * : 
66 additional dossiers were made .available by the Army, that cases f*|* 
were opened on dissociations and remote allegations which would not ^|- 
ordinarily be th\e basis for Bureau investigation; that some cases |M= 
were opened as aj result of a complete check of the New York and "*~ 
Bureau files and), checks of references, relatives and associates 
through the Newark files* Some additional cases were based on 
information not \in the «my dossiers when they were reviewed in 
May and that in their opinion there are a very limited number of 
cases which should have been opened as a result of the May 1953 
review by Newark 1 . They say they may have been overly zealous in 
opening cases in\ their desire to protect the Bureau; however, they 
believe their reasoning was sound* 
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5. Despite the fact that Amy authority advised on 
\4-/l4/o3 of theirlopinion that there was a possibility an espionage 
\ring existed at Ft. Monmouth, the Bureau does not know if the 
[Amy's suspicions are well-founded* The Bureau is, however, in 
possession of all information on which the Army based its suppo- 
sitions and has conducted- investigation on many of the individuals 
\involoed and is how conducting either new or additional investi- 
gation involving \140 cases as detailed above* 

Messrs* 1 Belmont and Ladd point out the above is a very 
broad statement; \that the allegations of the Army have been care- 
fully analysed ahd appropriate investigation launched* They felt 
this reference by the Army to the Bureau of alleged espionage ring 
had all the ear narks of an attempt to foist an administrative 
and disciplinary [problem off on the Bureau* They point out the 
Army alleoation and possible espionage was based largely on 
information the FBI had furnished the Amy and that the Bureau had 
conducted espionage investigations of individuals at Ft* Monmouth, 
was still conducting investigations of individuals under that 
category, principally as a result of associates or friends of 
persons in tne Rosenberg case* 

6 # Thd Newark Office was obviously not aware of securitji 
matters within Jt&Mvi&iM which required attention because after 
tHe r Bureau insirijkied a review of Army files be made it was 
necessary to open\ or reopen the casesmntioned above* 

Messrs*] Belmont; and Ladd point out that in their opinion 
in only a few cases does it appear that Newark should have opened 
these cases previously and that they are following Newark on them* 

7. Regardless of whether it is eventually established 
that an esvionage] ring exists at Ft. Monmouth, or whether signi- 
ficant information is developed through the investigation of 
the individual cases as mentioned above, it is ■■.apparent thatjhe 
Bureau's interests have not been^qua^^ 
the manner in which ^esecas^ 

Messrs*] Belmont and Ladd believe that an analysis of the 
entire procedure followed in the Ft. Monmouth situation will re- , 
i fleet their primary aim has been to protect the Bureau's interests 
j and that they have gone far beyond the normal in their effortto^ 
\ do this* They state there was a delay and point out they have : 
I already been censured for it* 

---•^ y ;;/,.,„„,„, fi tx.4fr*$j* \ 

RECOMMENDATIONS tin 

J. No recommend ation is being made at this tine concerning 

5upervisor[ 



yi , J/c , u ,„ v , , j nasmuch as he is on emergency annual 2eaye> 

because of the receni\deaih of his mother* Reconmenda£i on aa taf;, 
^^will be madelwhevhe returns to duty* ^€%f ^ '■ ;: : : :I|9' 

Messrs *\Belmont and Ladd agree. 0"P^ ^^ ' %■ 
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] 2. That Section Chief Willim AJsBranigaTMe censured 

and placed on jobation tf or (1) his failure \o assure TrtlJiirr 
that proper effort had Vpen made to have the defector interviewed 
bu^Rw reau representative, and (2) for his failure to assure 
tatsn# that proper instructions had been issued to the Newark 
Off ice regarding of the First Army files after the 

receipt of Newarfi communication of 5/1/53 which detailed the 
problem involved. 



rs 



for the failure 



Belmont and Laid agree censure is warranted but only 
to issue] instructions to have the defector interviewed. 



They do not agr^e that administrative action is warranted in connection 
with instructions issued on the basis of tiewark's letter of 5/1/53. 
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3. That Inspector Carl EAHennrich be censured and 
placed on probation for (l) his failure to assure fctaoV that 
proper effort had been made to have the defector interviewed by 
a Bureau representative, and (2) for his failure to assure Mm i ]f 
that proper instructions had been issued to the Newark Office re- 
garding the revifo of the First Army files after the receipt of 
Newark communication of 5/1/53 which detailed the problem involved. 

Messrs.] Belmont and Ladd agree censure is warranted but only 
i for the failure to issue instructions to have the defector interviewed. 
\They do not agre^ that administrative action is warranted in connection 
\with instructions] issued on the basis of Newark's letter of 5/1/53. 

lff 1>' /"\ -:U. 
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4. Thai Assistant Director A. HABelmont be censured for 
the lax manner imiohich these cases were sdjfervised, as detailed above. 

Messrs. [Belmont and Ladd agree to the extent that a letter 
of censure is warranted for the failure to issue instructions to have 
the defector interviewed. (\ v&^>v,\ 
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. t J 5# ; Z|* a * ASAC KennethWCommons of the Newark Office 
?«?i2£ r i> r U ^ i ° n °< ±"«"**i<'¥»**«r. J . be censlred for hit' 
failure tojiejmare of security matters within the Newark 
Division which required attention. ^ 

Messrs. Belmont and Ladd felt that they should obtain 
iled explanations from Newark as to why certain cases involved in 
,{ l l 6 ^V 6 ™ iJ i ere n0t P reui ° us ly opened in May and that any action 
id be deferred pending receipt of this explanation. 
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**+n-i* Messrsj Belmont, and Ladd felt that they should obtain 
detailed explanations from Newark as zo why certain cases involved in 
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Bureau regarding matters within its iurildinVtnl \tZZ known to the 
by this committees The detail" should be lltLVli I b& ^n developed 

C3$*^\^l^^ ^^nationThluld 0, 



e 'tf\ a *° f*V ^he BureaU did not know about it. 



Division .J^^y^ 2 * ^^^^ Domestic Intelligence 

inn +11+ +t aX r*<fcv reviewed Joseph Levitsky's testimony of 10/13/53 
^e^tV$<Me^ *"***ony of wU/essei.if 

*£ jLfZ ? iVZZ \ZJ 3 > a * d tna *, if so instructed, they will secur 
and Review all thellastimon}, which this Committee has heard. 
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8. Unless the Director instructs to the contrary, the 
Training and Inspection Division will not undertake to review 
the 667 dossiers, photostatic copies of which have been 
obtained by Newark J It is noted the Domestic Intelligence 
Division is currently reviewing summaries of this material and 
determining whether it is in agreement with the recommendations 
submitted by Newark as a result of its review of these dossiers* 

Messrs, E\elmont and Ladd point out that the Domestic 
(Intelligence DivisVpn has completed its review ■ of the 667 cases 
and has agreed with] Newark that 136 cases should be opened or 
reopened as compared with Newark ' s recommendation that 140 cases 
should be opened or\ reopened. ^ 
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• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



datb: October 21, 
1953 



SUBJECT: 




Office Memorandum 



MR. D. M. LAP P ^ 

MR. A. n^EL^jy' 

UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; THEFTS OF BLUEPRINTS 

FROM EVANS SIGNAL LABORATORY, FT. MONMOUTH, N 

ESPIONAGE - R 

SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE, FT. MONMOUTH, N. J., 
AND FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORATORIES, 
NUTLET, N. J. \ 7) . 

j A/e w ay« K 

Rememo October 20, 1953, to Mr. Tolson from Mr. 
Clegg. 

Concerning Observation No. 2 on page 6, which pertains 
to the case entitled, "Unknown Subjects; Thefts of Blueprints 
from Evans Signal] Laboratory, Fort Monmouth, New Jersey; 
Espionage - R, " it should be borne in mind that the defector s 
3tory was thrice discounted: first, in the original report 
from the Air Force, when the Air Force stated that some of the 
information furnished by the defector was not feasible; second, 
by our investigation at Fort Monmouth and Oak Ridge; and third, 
by the Air Force reinterview and resultant statement that the 
defector had fabricated the information, and the Air Force 
recommendation that any investigation be dropped. However, I 
agree that a further precautionary step would have been to 
have had our Liaison Representative interview the defector. 
In view of the strong indication at the time that the information 
was fabricated, such an interview did not appear logical then. 
We are instructing our Liaison Representative to int^vie,w..Jiim^--^~ : ". 

now * *ecobi*i>-^ fr;_ ^, 7/ , ,. / v -."'7. 
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Regarding Item 3 on page 7 under "Otise Ovations, " the 
inspector points but a duplication of effort vihich could havf^ .-■ 
been avoided if detailed instructions had beenl issued \immedifiaHeTy 
to Newark upon receipt of Newark memorandum date±J^ay ' 1, ,1953. 
The May 1 memorandum from Newark was not in the^^tln-O-t-the time 
the Inspector examined it. It has now been located. This memorandum 
was first received in the Espionage Section on May 12, 1953. This 
is an 8-page memorandum with about 200 pages of attachments. On 




AHB.-LL 

cc - MR. H. H. CLEGG 
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the same day (May 12), received in Espionage Section on 
May 13, Newark, 1 in response to Bureau air-tel of May 11, 
1953, reported that the results of the preliminary survey 
of material had\ been submitted by memorandum dated May 1 
and that the derailed review of the files was being conducted 
and the results would be submitted by May 15, 1953. It will 
thus be seen that the Bureau was not in a position to issue 
additional instructions to Newark, based on the May 1 
memorandum, prior to the completion of the review by Newark. 



Regarding Item 4 on page 7, we are submitting a 
separate memorandum showing an analysis of the files opened 
or reopened by Neioark as a result of the review program* 
These oases were activated, as a result of the September 
review, primarily because of the following factors* 

1. Sixty-six additional dossiers were made available 
by the Army. 

2. Cases were opened on associations and remote 

allegations which would not ordinarily be the 
basis for Bureau investigation; however, both 
Newark and the Bureau felt we should check any 
individual on whom any possible question existed. 
In none of the cases opened as a result of this 
review was there a specific allegation of espionage. 
The oases mre opened as a precautionary measure in 
many instances. 

3. The September review included checks of the New 
York and Bureau files, in addition to Newark files, j 
and checH of references, relatives, and associates 

of the subjects through Newark files. Again, this 
was an unusual step, going beyond even the pre- 
cautions taken in the Loyalty Program. However, 
the Bureau] felt it was necessary. This resulte in I 

information warranting the opening or reopening of \ 

oases, particularly under the broader standards being f 

applied in\ this matter as mentioned above. 

4. Cases where additional information had accumulated .. 
in the Army dossiers or was made available by the A my 
following the May review. r 
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5, There are alvery limited number of case $ in rihich it 
appears to us that the case should have been opened as 
a result oflthe May, 1953, review by Newark. We are 
getting explanations on these from the Newark Office* 
I should like to stress that the great majority of 
oases were opened or reopened not on substantial 
allegations but, rather, on allegations which would || 

not ordinarily warrant Bureau investigation* We may ■ jj 

have been overly sealous in opening oases in our \\ 

desire to protect the Bureau; homver, I think we are 
sound in our reasoning. 



Relative to Observation No* 5 that the Bureau does u 

not know if the Army's suspicions of espionage are well- jf 

founded, this is, of course, a broad statement* The j] 

allegations by the Army in each instance when received in \] 

the Bureau have been most carefully analysed and appropriate jj 

investigation launched. It should be borne in mind that the jf 

reference of the over-all situation by the Army to the Bureau .> 

as an espionage ring bore all the earmarks of attempts by the \{ 

Army to foist an administrative and disciplinary problem ji 

off on the Burem and that the Army allegations were most \\ 

carefully siftedJ) In fact, our reviews in May, and again \i 

in September, were launched despite the fact that we had jj 

already conducted: investigations of hundreds of Fort Monmouth ji 

employees and ex-employees. In fact, the Army's allegation U 

of possible espionage was based largely on information we j| 

had furnished the\ Army as a result of our investigations, jj 

and we had conducted espionage investigations of individuals \\ 

at Fort Monmouth and are still conducting investigations of U 

individuals under! that category, principally as a result of jj 

associates or friends of persons in the Rosenberg case. jj 



Relative to Observation No* 6, as noted above the 
Newark Office opened or reopened a large number of cases 
based on the factors set forth under Observation No, 4. In 
only a few cases does it appear that Newark should have opened 
these cases previously, and we are following Newark on these. 
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Concerning Observation Ho* 7, an analysis of 
the entire procedure we followed in this Fort Monmouth 
situation will reflect that our primary aim has been U 
protect the Bureau's interests and that we have gone far 
beyond the normal in our effort to do this. There has been 
a delay, for which we have already been censured; however, 
our goal throughout in this matter has been to protect the 
Bureau's interests* 



Concerning the Inspector's recommendations, I 

J do, not agree with No. 2 and No. 3. I Jeel 
that a letter of censure is warranted to Mr. Branigan 
and Mr. Hennrich, inasmuch as it now appears that it 
would have been more desirable to have our Liaison 
Representative interview the defector. The instructions 
to Newark, based on Newark memorandum of May 1, 1953, were 
handled properly, as I have explained above. I do not 
feel that probation is warranted in either of these case*. 

I agree that I should receive a letter of 
censure on the same basis of failure to interview the , 
defector. £ ^ j £, j^^yft' 4 

As to Recommendations Nos* 5 and 6, I think we 
should pin down the Newark Office as to the responsibilities 
for failure to open certain cases in May which are now 
'being opened, and thereafter consider administrative 
action. 

As to Recommendation No. 7 $ the DoiMstio 

Intelligence Division has already reviewed |~ I 
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testimony of October 13 and is presently reviewing the 
testimony of witnesses before the Committee on October 
16 and 17, 1953. We have not secured the testimony of 
other witnesses before the Committee. There have been 
numerous witnesses. If it is desired that we review this 
testimony, we will do so. 







Ab to ftoomendation No* B $ the Done Btio IniellU 
genoe Btvieion Hub completed ite review -of the 66? oaeee 
and ae a reeult 136 oasee have been opened or reopened* 
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Federal Qurcau of investigation 

Washington* A C, 
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r laan* #ou ^ £€?££• iswfidj?a*<i 3*(?m to Prevent 
-ani r recurrence in thejtines'&ic IfittrU**t&iei Piv&ton lot 
dfla U s dr cfotnistraWv* neathaohe*a>& as those SAch 

SSS?? d i»? ****«*«*** of M* letter fret Congresf^an 
Va*r<>U Ileecc vhich mo dated October 16, 2953. Tha 
3ur*ean has carefully gone Otto this patter and despite 
the fact tha$ a nutter of files hed to be ravieucd there 

cZi^ttl^^^A^H^ G ** »«****«« *h%c% certaZlu 
could have been avoided if proper oupervtbory attention 
had been given to this tuxtt^r^ . 

w * \* A2 - if i°^Jh V*u advised a -representative of the 
Staining and, Jns&ctUn Division that you instructed 
f£* P« t0 L Ksd % ! a reiterate existing instructions and 
Mr. Keay hiss contacted appropriate employes* 6f >bke 
fegfeon faction, J do hot ««£* you toloL touch lith 
tl LTlfZ Jf" 08 *^^ rpu should forthwith take steps 
*? i^J *b*Z an employees of the. Zoncstic Intelligence 
$W**¥<m arc cognizant of the importance of properly 
nandXing^ail received in the bureau and appropriate 
attention shenqd, of cours*, be gititm tc correspondence 
tC 01 * *ff** r * »/ € °W* SS * ?>" should further lc$k into * 
the nat$$r of supervision of stenographic dsa?&iment& 
in order that inportcnt Mil tp.ill be handled WmWc^> 
greatest possible, dispatclu ,, , >S1 ^J'^W* 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

InRtply f Plta$eRtJtrto 

ffo JV , WASHINGTON JS. D. C. 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 

* 

For inclusion in the fund to be paid to the designated beneficiary of any Special 
Agent, of the FBI who has previously contributed to this fund and who dies from any cause except 
self-destruction while employed as a Special Agent. I am forwarding herewith (by CHECK - MONEY 
ORDER) the sum of $10, payable to the Assistant Director, Administrative DiVision, FBI, to be 
included in said fund. Payment will be made for death by self-destruction after the Agent has 
been a member of the fund for a continuous period of two years • It is understood and agreed 
that the sum tendered herewith is a voluntary, gratuitous contribution to said fund which I 
understand is to be administered in the following manner. The liability of the fund shall not 
under any circumstances exceed the amount of monies in the fund at the time. any liability shall - 
occur. 

The Director of the JBI will appoint a committee which shall consider* all matters per- 
taining to the acquisition, safe keeping and expending of said fund, which* committee will recom- 
mend appropriate action to the Director in pertinent matters. The Assistant Director of the 
Administrative Division of the FBI shall receive all contributions and account for same to the 
director. Upon the death of any Special Agent who is a member of said fund the appointed com- ^ 
mittee will consider the case and submit a recommendation to the Director as- to its conclusions. 
Appropriate instructions will then be issued to the Assistant Director of the Administrative 
Division, directing him to pay to the designated beneficiary the sum of $10,000. The following 
person is designated as my beneficiary for FBI Agents' Insurance Fund: . 

w _ UBS. LOBETTA D. BEIMONT WIFE . 11/4/53 
Nam e '"**" ; Relationship v Date ~% 

Addres s 2711 S. YUCATAN ST., ABLINGTON, YA. J? 

The following person is designated as my beneficiary under the Chas. S^^loss Fund 
providing $1500 death benefit to beneficiary of agents killed in line of duty«y 

K M KB8. toOTiJ. BOWK ♦ M, tlmM t ^ ^M/</W 

k^^M/llUmTAH ST.. 'jkusM, va. 





Very truly yoursfo 



Special Agent 
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Office ISfawfiYCMdum • united states government / 
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Relative to the Director* s inquiry as to why I was 
not at the office during early Sunday afternoon, November 15, 
the following is submitted: 

When I left the office at 10:30 p.m. Saturday, arrange- 
ments had been made to handle all outstanding requests in the 
White case. I planned to pome in shortly after noon on Sunday; 
however, my wife asked if we could not go to* see friends who 
had just moved, pointing out she had been able to leave the house 
only once in six weeks, due to illness of the children and herself 
and the fact I had been working last week end and Armistice Day. 

I had, checked with the office in the morning and again 
\at StOO p.m. just as I left home, and found matters progressing 
satisfactorily. I knew -it would be a long haul over Sunday night 
because of the sise of the brief on White which we were preparing, 
and until the material was ready for checking, I could not read it. 

I reached the office at 5:10 p.m. and worked all night 
on the brief and related inquiries. 



Mr*\Hennrtoh had checked with me on Sunday morning and 
advised' me his water heater had burst on Sunday morning, requiring 
installation of a new one on an emergency basis, 
progressing satisfactorily at the office, 
then reported to the office at S^5£d 

I am indeed sorry if the Di 



As matters were 
took care of this and 



lack of interest on my 
was in the office on 



Saturday, N vember 7 
Sunday, November 8 
Armistice Day, November 
^Saturday, November 14 
Sunday, November 15 



part. For the 

From 
1S?45 p.m. 
2:30 p.m. 
11 9i,30 a*.m. 
11:05 ajmr 
5:10 p.m. 
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Kr* Alan H* $elmont 

federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* c* 

Dear Ur* Belmont: 







- A review has been made of the handling of 
cases involving the loss ,of classified documents at 
the Syracuse and Schenectady plants of the General * 
Electric Company and this survey has disclosed that 
summaries of the Various cases had been prepared, by 
the. Domestic Intelligence Division for my infqrmtion^ 
Certain* administrative "weaknesses in the handling of 
these cases were not Set out in the summaries sub- 
mitted by your Division and I have been advised that 
your reason for not showing subh delinquencies was 
because you felt that the purpose of the summary 
memoranda was t(> najce available the facts, concerning 
the cases in question* Obviously^ facts are nof 
complete unless delays and other weaknesses, in handling^ 
are shown and when jyou present the facts tQ vie XVta&b g 
%o have the couplets picture at all times* ^ s 

n m ^^ 

I shall expect you to take immediate step's "^ 5 co 
to insure that in the future no simitar onissionct o^cfShS 
in summary memoranda submitted to tie. from the Domestic f 
Intelligence Division f - ^ 
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Very -truly yours, 

J-. Maa r Hops?*? , 
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Mr; Alan H, Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D* C. 

Dear Belmoixt: 

J want to take this weans of 
extending to you my congratulations upon 
your Seventeenth Anniversary with the Bureau 
I only hope that your services have* proved as 
rewarding to you as they have to the Eureau 
and I want you to knaw that J personally am 
very grateful for the many contributions 
which you have made toward the Bureau* s 
growth. 

Sincerely, 

go Edgar Hoover 
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tfr. Alan &. Belnont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington , JP. G» 



Dear Mr* Belngnt:. 
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As Assistant director of the Domestic 2nte$? 
ligenc'e Division it isas your responsibility to see tfe , 

it that your division was SO organised that I 

loould be promptly interviewed* X shall expect you to 
take ianediate corrective aeasures to ptpvent the 
repetition of such procrastination onjbfie part of 
supervisors in. the Domestic intelHs?""* Tw^^n 
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interviewed several times and more interviews will be held. 
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On 10/29/53 j I "I tsstt/ied be/ore the Jenner, 

If Committee* The Director has inquired as toz 
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- -ffad we received initially all the information* which 
~2gave Jenner CommitteeP 



Answer* No. Be testified as to two things we did not know about: 
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, \d» In our 1948 interview we did not as k \ \ about 

Oh^l ^ , the\ \ On 10/29/53 

^' — ^^ \told Jenner Committee the\ ~| 
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6'. I/either Coyne *s memorandum nor tue Szecutives- 
Conference addendum (9/4/47) mentioned the G-2 
inquiry had been received 4/lo/47. 
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his arrival 

July 1953 th at\ 

information j \ 

aa ° precautionary meas ur*. 



return to U* S*. 
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Mr. Belmont staies tliaT; 
ular questions for 
S. and the field was advised in 
was an available source of 
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been promptly and thoroughly 
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feel he should 



Ve 

interviewed. 
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we may regard, as Internal Security or tlec.:rtty itatte- - 



type investigations, or vice versa. Xr. helvi'it 
points out current Bureau instructions reauire the 

tS In^ 2 It0 * i0 " °< an in f°^nt's knowledge, Ui 
tnat all interviews should be carefully prepared. 
Intense supervision of this phase If nurfaflorl 
is necessary. v 
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-*♦ Mr* ■#• ^Y-Cadd - censure . • . /or /lis responsibility 

as official in charfe of investigations and for the weaknesses 

Mr. Belmont analysed 



x^ previously cited in \his memorandum,* 



this situation and felt that Mr. Ladd's instructions to Agent 
Gregg were adequate. Mr. Belmont feels Mr. Ladd took the 
necessary steps to see that ev erything pertinent was covered 
in the interview by Gregg wtth \~ \ in 1948. 
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fz SA Emory M^-Greao - censure . . . because he did not 

I land fully protect the Bureau with a 

synopsis of negative findings on all broad topics, brief attached. 



'.*?' ***.' Belmoni objects to censuring Gregg because re believes Great 
"»lj.' adequately interviewed ] 1 (s*e «tt.ih*J i* ^^ . , 
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#r. A. h.lBelmont - 



/v censure . . . as ftead 0/ Domestic 
Intelligence Division he should have had things organised so that 
I would be promptly interviewed. Belmont agrees. 
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1. It would be worth while to bring I 
the United States. 

2. Would the Bureau be responsible for him. 

3. Should he be permitted to remain after his 
exploitation. 
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All tovics discussed negatively by SA Gregg with [ 
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were not covered in the memoranda which SA Gregg prepared *on his 
return. SA Greoa did record negative information in those 
instances wherein j I 

of individuals shown to him by SA Gregg. Mr. Belmont does no* 
think that the Bureau should require tjiat all negative informa- 
tion be incorporated in interviews. He states the only logical 
way to do this is by .neans of a question and answer method^ 
which is not best s uited to the Bureau's needs. Using the 

las an example^ Mr. Belmont points out that 

II 
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if 
we 



we had listed all the questions resulting in negative revlies. 

would have voluminous and worthless information in I 
file. It is Mr. Belmont's feeling that to report such negative 
information merely for protection purposes does not appear to be 
worth while. It is his view that where a question is significant 
and a negative reply is significant* it s hould be recorded as 
is the present poli cy. I \ differs from that of 

Mr. Belmont in ihatl I. feels: 
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3. 



We have to protect the record because of . 
intense interest of Congressional Committees 
in security topics , their frequent -reinterviews 
with defectors j and the fact that dej ectors 
sometimes change thei r stories. We ha ve this 
very situation in the I I 



/ He^was next interviewed by Bureau Agents 9-23-o3. He ^ 

should Txave been interviewed earlier and Mr. Belmont agrees this 
should have been done as a precautionary measure. 
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* 



ARE WE CLEAR IN THIS MATTER 



he 

b7C 
b7D 



] information has been disseminated into a 



minimum of 29 Bureau files wherein investigation has been or is 
being conducted. These files are being reviewed^ and the results 
thereof will be submitted in a separate memorandum. 
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b7D 



^ * *'***• B ?ty 6nt should see thai] I is •hhorouahln 




• ^Sw- 




6. jyepatiu'e findings as to broad topics, relatiha to 

perspns, and organisations should be synopsized and grZpVd for 

i/ie *tt< handbook, permits* synonai zinc neaatino />£»>*{»/,» i/S ,/ © 7 _*. 
agrees thai negate replil Wi^^^J■?^^; <r :i yB vi~n•i: D,, * 



$> 



<tf>, 



J. tfr. Belmont should see to it that all aspects of 

the security field are covered in interviews with defectors 
espiona ge agents and 'highly placed Communists. This line of 
tenting should be present in all security investigations s{ 
liatJl ^ 3 ? W i U be '"^looked. Mr. Belmont agrees and 
states this has been stressed to the field in a series of SAC 
Letters,, four of which were dated in 1953. na } °J SAC 




fr this .etrZdu^Vl^ "» 



<-. 



6 . 
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.(Recommendations continued on next 



page. 
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\ 9 * Former SA Joseph Pat 

^copy of this memorandum be pi 



triokHcoyn 
aoed pi hi 



e - recommend a 
s personnel file. 
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+ll\- Wgjfcio»a »qg an Internal *eoumy f case (not Espiohc&e) 
the txrae of the 1948 interview. It subsequently developed 
into an Espionage matter. Gregg did not interview 



of 

at .... 

(about 1950) 



recall* froi'thl\liel!&iiy£U$i* *° expeot . <i n individual to 
believe the defector is not a donhi * n n ent and ti ZlitfOX? 1 *° 



he 

b7C 
b7D 



J 



(U) 



y 



\ 



wm no-u interviewed by the Bureau until y-Hh-^. he had noP He ^$ 

£?e\™*?™.*«»V2 ana ^\° f the FBI *i*ce°*ov£ler7lv2. The 

interviewed him earlier in an effort to elaborate 



FBI should have 

information a n cases which had been aev^ls^AJl^l^Q. The 
return of \ ' ^ j? £?*„*»%* jfr-fiiJ-. "~1?<»cetAe 
all neceihry-^rlUTol las" h e^^^M^^-^ 



UJ.J. necessary information was be ing adeau atelv^iinited h,, 
as a result of liaison between the Bureau : aJcf^ |£? D 22- 
feels there is no substitute for first-hand Ih^ngbflhl 
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Mr. Belmont slav es that although there mem nn nq. -r+.i.n V i nr 
questions to ask \ \ in the 

I: 8 -i an * * h * fie-L* MS Worked July. 1§sm. nf +.h* 
availaoil.ity of\ __ j Mr, Belmont 



agrees that as a precaut\onary[ 
been interviewed* 




I 



yhould have 



he 
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be 
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4* VuriTM thp. a mime nf HA G^acm** ^ ^ rnr^ n /» 



h 



It is Mr. Belmont's position thai since \ 



] has 



changed his story frou that which he gave Agent Gr egg in 19 48 
and even nom does not provide any specifics which can be traced: 
tn erefore, w e should place more reliance in the original statement 
°J \ \than m hxs most recent statement, 

+ > ^ ^ Ii: n is ou r position that Gregg did not adeauatelu 
protect the Bureau's interest bu preparing a memorandum as to the. 
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b7C 
b7D 



- 14 - 




If'- '" 



a 



'*• -w ■■"**" 


.'-*|""r» W * "*** V" V 


■f*jp*" 


.. ■*•-* ? 


* 







h6 
b7C 






- 


b7D 




way 0/ determining whether 



given regarding ! vnenner tne latest xnfm>mn.+.-, nn .>,~ has 
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b7D I 



as to[ 
What one 




■y _ **.« _ »,a f „d«*i. rwJ"^;-?* :£-»"•"«• 



D 



S^! r 2 ;;. *?*?!™j ««»'»»-^ 



r s/iou2d 

investigations or security 



ft to the field ui nli 1 Problem and continually stressed 

of time* after careful prellraf ion an7lT + t ° VSr *" **™*e* Period 
of information to indilTdlal case ALT ** a «» r <*»•*«*• channeling 

be intensified, inasmuch as there all ears \fZ»l*l° n ° f * hiS Should 
instance, were appears to have been a gap in this 



■b mTgK 



9-16-47, It might appear ihat this d 



V/e declined 
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b7D 



ecision took undue time. 

ey. .Section 
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file r^J^St^l!' ?JS'J «f"«« r. Harvey, uhose 
Coyne was Section Chief. a known P r °orastin^cor, 
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Information received through 0-2 (4-18-47) from 
was not sent to FBI field until 10-17-47 . J 
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November 25, 1&53 



PERSONAL ATTENTION 



he 



^ shis i8 *P advise you that Mrs. 

Jwii / *°5J* 0,, fc 1,i Vi a i on and located to the position of Clerk- 
Typist. She should be instructed to report to Mr. Tract's Office 
for assignment at d:00 A. Ji. on November 30, 1953. ff 



Mrs. [ 



It is desired that you submit an explanation as to how 
J too© rated "Satisfactory" in ability to work under 



&SJJXIL %n h *t a 2 JL S3 a , nmal Performance rating report, dated 
tlZtin S r *i>Jl 53 S ^* n ** had Previous ly bee n reported by 
mnoranduvi dated August 4, 1953, by Mrs. \ZIZ\that it rnde her 
very nervous to work on special assignments and that she would 
■like to be assigned to more or less routine dictation. 



be 



he 



CC: Mr. \ 

JIO/j^fkb 



JU „ 

o «z 

-. — w ; o 






Nichols. 

Gttvift_ 



Htrbo. 

Hom.-n.,..,, 
Tncy . 
Gwty— .,., L 

Mohr -„ 

Viaterrow(J w 
Tele. Roo* - 
HoIIoms -«*. 

Sftoo 

Ui*s G«*dy„ 
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NOV 9, 7 1C *° 
com^-fbi 
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tfr.. JPolson 



12/12/53 



E» S* Cleg£f 



fo 



mmwm? subjects: tiisftz of bjmp&ets 

FROM EVAJ/3 81GHAL.L£B03AT07iZ> FV- lUmiOVTZ, fa J* 
ESPI01IAGE' •<■* B 



J 




NUTLET, !?£?*& " 




In accordance with the" Director 1 ^ instructions 
a survey of the pl$ove~capti>oned cased was conducted by* the 
Training and Inspection Division and a memorandum setting 
forth the findings was submitted on 10/20/53*, Be commendations 
for administrative action were made and the Director authorised 
that a letter of censure- "be sent to the following: W* £* 
Jiranigan; JQkief of the ggpipnage; Section $ Inspector Oarl JT t 
Jlehnrtchj and Assistant Director} A* ,1T. Belmont J f Such letters 
were sent under ddte of IQ/23/53X " iJ ' J ■**"** I *~ J 

this, completed* A dministrative action except for 
Supervisor } \ of the Espionage Section who was 

at tti? tine of the survey^ and still iSj on emergency annual 
ie&ite.. Sis comments? pill fyc obtained when he returns to duty 
arid recojmendationsj for adniUisiratipe action will, J>e nade;* 

RECO^nEIlDATIOlT i 

None..*. This is for your information. 
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TeU# R&ort** 

v Hollo »«__„. 
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December 4, 1953** ^ 



FEttGONAl, 



c 

J,£r, AlanJI. Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

^.Tashington, Dr O. 




Pear Mr,. Belmont; 



-ft- 



/•; 



: / • - 



J- As / 



I wanted to iv^ito thitr pergonal note, 
to toll you and r through you* ?ny associates in tlxc 
Liaison Section* how much I enjoyed the get-together 
which thoy arranged, at the Army K^vy Country CUib 
last evening. It was & most delightful gathering and 
lam quite confident that th<* good v/ill^iucixv/ao 
manifested on all sides will redound to cvdn more 
effective work of the Liaison Section* 

The interest manifested* l*y the mom- 
fcorfc of the Liaison Section in making: this af£ur a 
auqeess is certaixjly moot gratifying. 



/ 



Rosea _.,■-, n,- 
Tracy ^ _?■-- > 

Moht, ^. .-.^. 

■tIptio«*tf 
Sfzfto 
-Miss GantJ 



Sincere lyrvi^ 
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Mir*. Alan 8« Belud.nt 

Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Washington^ D* Cm 



D6at 2ftV Belmont* 



£* «o 



» .9^£^£&WS& 



X have carefully; considered ^the facts relating to 
-the dilatory handling of the/Sspionage, matter involving 
Paul JV Stputenburghj tind it is obvious that ** you have failed 
to iupress upon^ the, personnel under your supervision the 
necessity for pronptly and efficiently handling Such inpor~ 
tant natters* I avi aware of the abnormal work situation, iri 
the Espionage ^Section during jt Hi & period? nevertheless* this 
mitter was received in the Domestic intelligence Division 
on ffovenber S r 1953, and was not completed until, Dcpevibef 21 s 
cl953* -which is icertainly an unwarranted delays 

X shall expect yow to take proper steps immediately 
to insure that the work in the Douestia Intelligence Division 
is expeditiously handled in the future* 



%£qq 



tery truly yours, 

J* Edgar Boovar 






NEUcDtmj/rJ . 



£ John E dadn 2Bgt&^ ,, a, % 
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January 6, 1S>54 
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* i(/% .42cm tfr Belmont 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington^ J3. (7* 



Dear- Mr i Belmont: 



PERSOWAD AND CO NFIDENTIAL 



&jfc 



bb 

b7C 

b7D 



. y As a result of the recent inspection of the JfewYofk 
Division and the analysis made by the graining and inspection Di- 
vision of the handling at the'&eat of Government of information 
received from I I 

Intelligence /^ce^rtain delinquencies in Espionage; and' Internal Se- 
curity case ^ under your over-all supervision have come to my a%- 
tentionl j In connection with your assignment as Assistant -Special 
Agent in Charge* of the New gork Division you werje charged with the 
QVer-all responsibility for delays of five Months and more than one 
month i_n. the openihg of two Espionage cases arid for delays in the 
submission of initial and subsequent reports for periods ranging 
from three and one-half months to, more thdn : four months. Another 
Espionage case was.clpsed iaith only minimum investigation &nd there 
was a delay of over two weeks in reopening the* case and of alpiost 
one year in, submitting a report* Jm another instance a case* was 
opened in January, 1948 s ;and no investigative report was suWhitfed 
jint'tl April 26, 1949. " * ~ " : 

While you have been assigned* as Assistant Director of the 
Domestic Intelligence, Division Jt have observed that an Espionage 
case was closed without having eight individuals interviewed who l 
might have had information pertaining to %he investigation* In an 
Internal Security case there was a delay in opening* the, investiga- 
tion from August 30 s 1950$ to October 4 j I9&0; and in an Espionage* 
case original information came to the; Burepu*s attention in March, 
*? 2948, and an individual case was not- opened ow thM ratter until 
~ June, 1953. In another case there was a deldff of Approximately six 
weeks, in transmitting to another Governmental^age ?fcy<=>ihe> request of 
a field division to have I V &n$ in four other 

cases there were delays of more thaw two monthS^iv^ emptying £ ny £ s J^~ 
io^-gations after the receipt of^tUe informatUm^qn^M^ 

— based. $* \ ^ %m ****<* C^lfye?-* 
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Belooot ■ L 

ac«- — * 

GUVid 



-....„ As Assisiqhp'mrebie&'of the Doj&e.s-e.i* Qtt&lfgenct/ D\v&-\ 

i?!%— virion it is your reapohityfli&y to see to it thai alJZhnve'3-ftgopiije, . 
rhcr^iatters are handled *ffiL cfaen ±l'1fi&nd promptly by thofp aer^n^nder 



«"> w,J — » VJ|\ / / / 



Wioterrowd— 
Tele. 

Hollommn 



A 1 



xij 



.tUhiA 



WAILED 31 




1/ 



^rs 



d ■■•.'..'■■-.. :'& 






your supervision. T jsjiall expect you to take^ tvmediate steps to 
insure, that your subordinates carry but their assignments^ ioiih * 
thoroughness and dispatch in order that *>ie Bureau can properly 
discharge its responsibilities in matters pertaining to the na~ 
tipnal security* ^ , - " 

* *\ Very itrtily yours j 

\ "- , - - - 

^r^T Edgar Hoov ar 

«/ - ' t " ' \- v Jb/m 'Edgaj** Bpgver 

'■>-•'* Mrector\ v 
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AUTHORITIES RIVED FROM; 
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^» AUTHORITIES R1V1SD FMUJl: 

GJjfa* Memorandum • united immssssmwMSW 

DATE 09-22-2010 

DATBi 12/18/53 



DE 



TO 



7R0M 



SUBJECT: 



20? • T OLSON 



fl". 5". CiJJff^kr 7 



DELINQUENCIES OBSE. 

L mpEmi smn. 

Utfl^OF INFOMST. 
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y$D in thMtandling l^^m^SSBi 



Tficy. 
Gewtjr. 



pWW WW W i nn 1^ 1^ ^'wrj^ ;* : ^ ?" "* 

-An analysis- of the files at the Seat of Governme nt relatin^to 



information received from [ 



f 
. |and an 

analysis of New York files by Inspector Brown has brought fq^th the 
following delinquencies j which are chargeable tnMj- x fi T Jffj^ Bj>l mpn$ 
durinsLMA^^ (7/8/44 -T/STTsoX and 

Ttce his assuming charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division^ 2 
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SI 



2/27/50. 



The following delinquencies occurred while Mr* Belmont was 
ASAC at New Yorkt 



a) 1 



ESPIONAGE - R" 



I 



was 



he 

b7C 
b7D 



Delinquency * 



Delay in opening of investigation in New York from 12/31/48 
to 5/31/49; four months before first report submitted; three addj^^cn 
tional months before submission of second report., * v " r "'*«** l « t ^ 1 * 



Explanation * 



INFORMATION CONTAIjJKfr 
IEEE IN IS UNCLAiPSIFIEJJjfXCEPT 

1BHE» SHOOT OTtffiOTISE 

Mr. Belmont advised he has no personal recollection of this 
case and the three which follow. He cites a shortage of personnel 
and numerous specials during the pertinent period at New York. 



' (2) "UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was. 
% .ESPIONAGE - 8" 



b6 
b7C 

b7D 



Delinquency : 

Delay in opening case in New York fVo&^f?/48-to—2/l&/48%^ \ 
Delay in submission of reports 2/16/48 to 6/2/4Siiahd^6/2/49,Ao^20/MM9* 




Explanation z 

See #1 above. 

\m*t* gOJtol31£S4 
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" JAN 11 ;^4 
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(3) "UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was. 
ESPIONAGE - R u • 

Delinquency ? 

Case closed 4/10/48 in New York with only minimum investi- 
gation that office. Belay in re-opening case 4/20/48 to 5/5/46. 
Belay in submitting report until 4/27/49. 

Explanation* 

See #1 above* 
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(4) "UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was. 
ESPIONAGE - R" 



Belinouencv: 

Case was opened i/8/48, in New York, and reports submitted 
4/26/49;. 10/5/49 and 12/36/49. 

Explanation? 

See #2 above. 

The foUoiding delinquencies occurred while Mr. Belmont was 
in charge of the Bomestic Intelligence Bivisipn at the Seat of 
Governments 



(5) "WKNOim SUBJECTS, was. 
ESPIONAGE - S n 



Belinouencit z 

Case closed 11/24/52 without interviewing \ 



he 
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previously 



5 
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Explanation: 



Mr. Belmont is of the opinion it is not logical to e xpect 



J in 



positive results from the t 

question..* However^ he states that since we should "clear the record n 
whenever possible^ these individuals should 6e interviewed. 



-2- 



^§&fCf 



3B8«t 
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(6) m "mncwam subject. 



J, INTERNAL SECURITY - R" 



P 



Delinquency : 

Belay in opening case from 8/30/^0 to 10/4/50. Use of 
informants name in title of case. 

Expla nation : 

Mr. Belmont's comments : Information from] 



J These facts do not indicate urgent handling and case did 



not take precedence of many others being handled by the supervisor 
at the time* Informant *s name appeared in title of case to 
forestall confusion in handling correspondence . 



(?) "UNKN07W SUBJECT. \ 



b7C 
b7D 



J ESPIONAGE - fi" 



Delinquency : 

Original information came to Bureau's attention in March 4) 
1948* Individual case not opened until 8/13/53* Why was 
New York not followed more closely between 8/13/53 and 10/20/53 
when report received^ and why wasni case opened in March 1948? 

Explanation : 

Mr. Belmont comments : Better procedure* would have been 
to open case ori information originally r eceived in 1948; howev er 3 

information was being given attention in | | « 

As to following New York; an 0-1 form was sent l(J/l/5d. This is 
only two days beyond normal forty-five day period, and a report 
was received 10/20/53. 



(8) w "rwrjinmr xrm.wp mm* . T 
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Delinquency : 

(U) Delay from S/3/51 x 
request by New York to hav 




18/ bl in t ransmitting to 
^interview I I re s 



uu-juuv. 
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Explanation: 

. ^r t BelnQnir QQmmeirbs; This occurred during a crisis 

in the \ | being a less urgent matter was 

not handled on a priority basis* 

* (9) 



b6 
b7C 
b7D * 



| INTERNAL SECURITY - S lf 



Delinquency: 

Delay 6/22/53 to 8/7/53 in opening case. 
(U) Explanation: 

Mr* Belmont comments: 



i 



_^ However, it had to be reviewed 

for items of interest to the Bureau. It was not of an urgent 
nature and should properly hape, been handled by the supervisor 
as he could fit it into his other work ori : :a "pro ject u -basis. 
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• * ' (XO) " '; ; ,. ■ 

Delinquency: 

JDelay in opening 5/22/5$ to 8/3/53. 
Explanation:* 

See f9 above. 

f 



} INTERNAL SECURITY -' R" 



(U)JL 



J 



INTERNAL SSCURITT - R' 
Delinquency': 

Delay, in opening 5/38/53 to- 8/11/53. 
Explanation: 

See #9 above. 
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INTERNAL SECURITY - £" 
Delinquency* 

Delay in opening 5/22/53 to 8/6/53. 
Explanation* 

See #9 above. 
Recommendation* 



he 
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b7D 



Mr . B elmont received 
the handling of \ ~ 

letter be sent 



that a further letter 6e „ _. , ..„ ^..^ „„„ 

the delinquencies set out above and reminding him. of the 
the prompt and' thorough handling of all espionage cases. 



action in connection with 
however^ it is recommended 



administra tive 
to Mr. Belmont calling his 



attention to 
necessity of 
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UNKNOWN SimJEflT- Mfl , 



SA 



ESPIONAGE - R 

New York Pile 65-U|.7l|.3 
Bureau File 6£-£7859 




Inspector Brown: This is a pending case, New York origin, 

and was opened in the New York Office on 
n ^ ^ January 2, 19*1.8, on the basis of Bureau 
letter dated December 30, 19ij.7. 

Background, of Case 

^ . A Investigation wa s predicated on th e receipt 

of information in 1Q k7 Iw the B»t»aaii p ' 




Inve stigation t o date has been directed 
at the identification of [ 1 and has been centers 



3 



mainly on the activities of one I 

presently the principal suspect, who departed i'rom the 

United States in December,, 1956, and whose present wh ere- 



lbcate 

to develop 



abouts are unknown* Efforts ar k hMncr w'drta't 

to identify or el iminate 

anyeyidence that |^___j has at any time engaged in espionage 



activities; and to determine whether any of the individuals 

formerly employed by him are identical with the subjects 

of other rela ted cases originating on the baa la nf information 



obtained from I L mainly: Unsub*, wa: | | New Yor k 

file 65-:li|.7^1, Bureau file 65-57862; Unsub J^aTI — L 

New York file 6^1k7li2. Bureau f.n ft M-tyRjf,. UnsuBsl ' 

" New York file 

o^-ibl^y, bureau file 65 T 60953. 

Classified 

New York Inspection ^ ^" ^ Wassji 

11/25/53 
TJS:Mi 
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ENCLOSURE 
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Administrative Handling 

This 'case, when originally opened on 
January 2, 19^8, was assigned to SA H* V. # Kennedy, since 
resigned. An indices check was made by the New York and Los- 
Angeles Offices arid a n interview was condu cted by the 'Washington 
Field Office with one | 1 whn. A t had been 

learned through coverage of the I L had conferr ed 

on July 7, 19l|4, with one | | (phonet ic) J I I 

on interview in 19U8, was unable to recall ! T ~fhe 
case was then closed by letter to the Bureau dated April 10; 
19l|.8, • 

Additional background information 
rega rding this subjec t and other unknown subjects received 
from | [ was furnished to the New York Office by 

Bureau letter' dated April 20, 19l{.8, and was followed by Bureau 
teletype of April 21}., 19^8, advising that the information in 
Bureau letter of April 20, 19^8, was to be thoroughly reviewed 
and that investigation* based thereon was to be conducted 
in a most expedite manner, Thi s ca£e was reopened on 
May 5, 19i{.8, and assigned to SA | | . The 

first report submitted by the New rork Office was the report 
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x ir s -c report suDmi-ctea by 
of SA | ~H 

1951, ^ne case was reassigned to SA] L Bureau 

letter dated January 22, 1952, pointe g~out that toe most 



dated Apri l. 27, 19k9« On June 25, 



logical suspect developed to date was | [ 

and instructed the New York Office to immediately institute 
investigation to locate him and to develop any available 
evidence proving he had ever been engaged in espionage 
activities* The New York Office was further instructed to 
afford this investigation close and careful supervision 
and to assign sufficient agent personnel thereto* to* bring 
it to a logical conclusion at an early date. All off ices 
were instructed to submit a- report 'in this matter within Ik 
days after receipt of Bureau letter of January 22, 1952, 
and every lij.. days thereafter until advised to the contrary 
by the Bureau* * 

. On April 18'. IQ^gl this case was 

reassigned to SA| \ » The first 

report submitted by Him was daft^a 'i*av. i^T nggP,, Subsequent 
reports were submitted by SA | [ on the following 

dates: June 12, 1952; August 6, 1952; September 29, 1952;' 
November 6, 1952; December 1 31, 1952; February 20, 1953; 
April 29, 1953; June 8, 1953; July 23, 1953; ' September 17, 
1953J ^nd November 6, 1953. In each instance, the number of 
days elapsing between* reports was in excess of lij. days* \ 
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Delinquencies 

As not ed above', after assignment of the 
case on May 5, 191+8* to SA | j no report was submitted 
by him until April 27, 19i|.9, reflecting a delay of almost 
one year and an explanation for this delay Is requested* 



to 6 
b7C 



Also as noted above, SA[ 



has failed to comply with Bureau instructions contained in 
Bureau letter of January 22, 1952, requiring the submission 
of a report; within llj. days after the receipt of Bureau 
letter and every ll+ days thereafter. An explanation is 
requested. 

During the course of the file review 
in this case, extensive notes, have, been prepared correlating 
information in the file and pointing up certain leads upon 
which emphasis should be placed. These notes have been 
made available to the office, Every effort should be made to bring 
ihi# fc&se to a logical conclusion* 

Supervisory and Agent 
Responsibility ^_ 

Explanations are requested from the 

personnel still on the Bureau 1 s roles for the previously 

notejd delinquencies occurring during the periods noted after 

their names: 

Period of .Responsibility for this ease 

I May $, 19i}.8 - June 25, 1951 



Agents 



Supervisors 
RiRt Granville 



T« J. Mc Andrews 
ASAC 



A, H#. Belmont 



April 18, 1952 - date 



January 2, 19^8 - April llj., 
1952 (resigned) 

April ll+, 1952 -r date 



January 2, 191+8 - February 21+, 
1950 (Assistant Director) 



*v 




x r - 



O 
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William ff, Whelan 

A, J. Marches sault 

SAC 

Edward Scheldt 

L, V. Boardraan 




i 

February 27, 195 cT- July 7, 
1953 (now SAC, San Francisco) 

July 9, 1953 - date 



January 2, ,1914.8 - August 25, 
1952 (retired) 

August 25, 1952 - date 
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Becedber 16* 195^ 



Kr« Khelans 



*Eoj Driknovn Subject, wna. 



UnKrtowh Subject, was 
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Espionage - « 
TTnknovn Sub.loot, -was * 



X have' no independent recollection of the situation 
pertaining to this particular case at. this iftihe*. 5?ho A^entg td 

"w'lon this -case vao aaeighod are capable xaon well grounded in, 
espionage* investigations. She t»o Supervisors chanced i*ith 
supervision of thla ease je consider tc be very eatable and 
conscientious #eh. £hej?»e were delays in the investigation and 

-reporting, of sense of these esses because c£ the phoosutfeir of 

.other esses we considered pore Important end due to 5 tbe. 

•Voluae ef vork for the cen available. - 

?hc Korean war and the incidont chan^o in Eurcau 
policy en = security cases a«d the Vuluno of other typos of work 
aubh aa applicant > selective service end deserter cases sab* 
atantially increased tije work of the #ew 3fork Office* It 'was hot 
ppsslbiefcr tj;C Bureau to furnish jaofre ssenfor raany tiohtjis* , 
In the Espienace Section of the office we had to place increased 
e&pbaeis on the Fusbian llatl^nal Prostata and handle *sany aajoi* 
cases that required the attention, of practically al3, men available. 
Ihcludod in auch cases was the {Sold caoo, the Erctbnan case, 
the Eoaohbe:pg case* the Fcnger case* the tattifciore case* the 
Kocaae ana ntnjy others «, 

it is jiot possible now: td detail what happened in each 
case tnat had to be slighted. Daring part of this time we were 
working a 6-day, week and during all. of this titeo the men wore 
Averaging % substantial amount of voluntary overtime 1 wish 
we Could had donfe pord^ 

5hls case did receive very considerable investigative 
attentien* I trust that w4,th. additional attention it aifht be 
solved* I regret "that, it could not have received nore attention 
sooner * - 
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£eco#b6* tig ZD&3 



ZubjoeiiOj vith aliceeq; 
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Espionage ~ R 

rnkno~n ui fojccif* Kith Qticaeas 

Eeptonage * & 



frft eaft fhtatt <jagca fc»a*«r eu^ro'J^s 0/ iayfoiracSton. 
/amtaftiKZ by \ | X cs gtsea*ionc<J concerning tte deZ&ye 

in fcajjcfiin? %ne $0300 /r<J» <8«ti« *h$<?)pi£0# #n**2 Fo&ruartfj 
■ZPSPt r 4a ftos J53v« personal recollection of «n# 0/ tftsde 
cases. £ do &7*&? $&a£ <ter*n£ the pertinent period ve- hed 
a nherbate of poreoimkl in fcfcct Fex'Tork Office end ve pore, trying 1 
jZeeperateiu to hcnd$c the nest urgent tsattera Xirttt* Paring 
tkte period ve hc4 %zch opefiteXa as the flies caee, the Judith 
Coplcn case* the fntofg <?c?>«> end other** vnd t\e Acents on 
the Eoptonoze £q.y<c& mere over&eoicned* X reeeXX that . c* 
heXd ptrtodte and frequent conference* in en attempt to 
Utihtnc neons of bpeedtn$ up our invoatisdtiona end reports 
in etiptcne.ee ea$eo+ Xfelt then end I jftili fwX that i* 
vtoyld have been neet deoirebXe to hcmdXe till mpionnop caaeo 
bn ft tf op&cial n tois but is* einpZy cetild not do 30* 
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ESPIONAGE - R 
BUREAU PILE 65-58363 
NEW YORK PILE 6g~l$037 
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INSPECTOR BROWN: 



This is a closed case in which 
New York was Office of Origin, 

Background of Case 



Investigation in this matter was 
based upon information received from I "" 



r 



j 



Investigation -subsequently condu cted 



NEW YORK INSPECTION 
November 25, 1953 
CHD:PJM 
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Administrative Handling 

The New York Office opened this case 
on May 31, 19lj9 on the basis of Bureau letter to N e w York 
dated December 30, 19^8, which was received- at New York 
on December 31, 19l}.8, and case was assigned to SA Francis 
Xo Plant," This* case was re-assigned to SA Robert VU 
Coholan on or about May 5, 1950. This case was closed by 
New York letter to the Bureau dated September 25, 1951o 
The case was subsequently re-opened on November ll}., 1951 
and assigned to SA Robert W. Coholan on the basis of 
Bureau letter to New York dated October 27, 1951* Tk© 
case was subsequently closed by New York letter to the 
Bureau dated March 3, 1952. 

Delinquencie.s«~-Delays 



This case was opened in the N.ew Y rk 
Office on May 31, 19k9 oh the basis of Bureau letter to 
New York dated December 30,-. 19|f8, which was received at 
N e w York on December 31* 19l|8* Explanation is requested 
regarding the delay of five months in opening this case 
in the N e w York. Office.. 

This case was assigned, to SA Francis X. 
Plant',- on May 31, 19if9i and pending reports, written- by, 
SA Plant* were submitted subsequently under dates of 
October 5, 19U9 (h months interval); January kf 1950 
(3 months interval); and April 6, 1950 (3 months interval) ,- 

Case was re-assigned to SA R.' W. - 
Coholan on or about May' $,, 1,95.0, and- pending reports were 
subsequently submitted .by SA Coholan under dates of 
September 5, 1950 (5 months "interval); November 13/ 1950 
(2 months interval); February 7, 1951 (about 3 months 
interval); and May 10, 1951 (3 months interval). Case- 
was closed by N e w York letter to Bureau dated September 25, 
1951 (m months interval)*. Explanations for the afore- 
mentioned delays in reporting are requested. 



****<& 
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This case was re-opened' and re-assigned 
to SA Robert V/ c Cphdfan November llj.> 1951 on the basis of 
Bureau letter 'to New York dated October, 27 > 19^1 * which was 
received at New York oh October -3p> ,19£l> which reflects a 
delay of fourteen days in re=*openiiig this case. Explanation 
is requested for this delay "in reopening, the case* * 

Responsibilities for Delinquencies 

'Explanation's are requested from the 
personnel ^stili on the Bureau* s rfells for the investigative 
and supervisory handling of this case for the periods 
noted after 'their namesf 



A gents - 

y**' ■■■ — 4 4 

Francis Xv Plant 
Robert W* Ooholan 



Period, of. Responsibility 

•5/31A9 ■- - 5/5/50 ( *** '***0 



75 



5/5/50 - - 3/3/52 



Supervisors; 

R. R, Granville (Resigned) 12/31/1$ - 3/3/52 , 

ASAO. 

k- 4 Hw B'elmont (Asstv Direc- 12/31A8- ~ 2/2^/50 

' v tor) 
William M« : 'Whelan- (SAC", t t 

San Francisco ). ' 2/27/50 *• 3/3/52 

SAC. 

Edward Scheldt (Retired) i2/3"iA8 ~ 3/5/52 • 
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Mr* Wfaelah: 
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December 16 : , 1953 



apionaco~ - K 



was. 



I cton't have any independent Recollection 6f Plant's 
Mnd Coholah's other assignments &t that* time. This case was 
reported and ihyestiqated continuously- over a long period of 
time. The're* were many other cases handled too that were v^ry 
important* J regret, that we didn*t do more sooner* ' 



r\ 
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$eo0nber Qj 1953 



Jlri Belmont 
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With aliases 
Espionage .- ,$ 



The Inspector desires an explanation for the delay 
}n opening and handling this cctse fro* Sccenbcr 31. 1948 
to February, -2950, 

I do not haoq a personal recollection of this 
casct Eowjetyer^ X da know that dyrihg the pertinent period 
we 4ad' a- 'shortage of .personnel in. the- kern Tork Office and. 
we were trying desperately -to handle' the nost Urgent natters 
first* During this, period, toe had suoh specials as the'Hi3s; 
case* the Judith Goplqti case, the Alitor g case and others* 
and the Agents on the Espionage Squad were over assigned* 
I feqalX that we' held periodic and frequent conferences in 
dn. attetipt to devise- means of speeding, up, our investigations- 
and repprts in espionage bases* J? felt then and • ~'T t st-pll 
feel thai it would. , have been' most desirable tb handle all 
espionage cases on d "special" basis but we sinply could hot 
do sot ■ ' 



p 



IX1HETED FROM AUTOMATA 

CECLS.SSIFIOAIIOH- 

AUTHORITY £ I RIVED' FEOH: 

FBI AUTOMATIC DECLASSIFICATIOH GUIDE 

EXEMPT f OH CODE 2SX<1> ' - "" 

DATE 09-22-2010 



be 

b7C 
b7D 




(Bureau, file 65-5G363) 
(lieu York file. ^-15037) 



t ttaa. 



TMLIUXsa &V2 XtiSPpCTYClf $tVX3X03t By letter dated 2p/$0/kB* 

the Bureau advised tike 
*„, .. . ^ s Xeu York Off ice pf the 

information \n possession of £ie ruresra cpnearning the above- 
captioned individwl*. 

Under &tte. i>f 16/5/I&S *^e lien Y#vl; Off too M&stifited tf 
report of 8& Francis £. Plenty Phich ma She fiffrt report submitted 
in the 6asc. The- earXiest date in the investigative petted, is 
5/p/k% and the last date tsas 9/Z$/k% CA Plant has resigned 
since that date* There ia no indication in the files -that the 
Bureau follomd J/evi York between the period* lsfyo/W and 10/$/k% 

* -** ** Underrate of ty£/$0 9 tfew York -Office submitted a report 
of M Plgnt v&toh a eta forth leads for several offices iholvding 
Kev Tor*. On tyQ/50, the BUrean requested Zeut York to advise 
vhen a report tsould- be subnitted* Under* date of 9/5/50, ifen fork 
4ffico,subziittcd a report of $A Eobert K, Ccholan. phichms the 
first r/jport submitted by the lfeu York Office since h/6/50. The 
case paa supervised by SA Snory if* Gregy* 

J. The cspldnatien of the Kcv> York Office is requested. 

^%Z°/t^ hv * hQ initial report on this case vac? not submitted, before 

2* The convents of 8A Creg$ are roqueated aa to phy this 

wsemta npit followed mth Mvi York during the period fr on I2/30/I18 
to 10/5/h%* , 

-T*m The ' 0oniia ^ is ^ «/ 8 A Sobvrt V* Poholan of the .%cv> Yor% 

Office are requested aa to v}hy there va's a delay' of nearly five 
nonths in submitting an, investigative report. ' ' - 
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ALL INFORMATION CONTJjJHFD 
HERE If IS-BNIHi'ASSif^iH " 
WHERE. SHOWN OTHER^SE 



^' «#' ^ HEREIN IS- OTHiAS^Hfe "-EXCEPT 
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On ipr^ SO j 1948, the Bureau, sent to the tfev) TorJs 
arid other offices a photostat of the ranbrt netting forth 

the results of the raintcrvidn of\ J ciruZuated 

at the request* of the FBI tehi.ch had been received frotis the 
Intelligence Division of the U. &, Amy on April 6, 1940* 
JTt vas noted that further ooKr.ent and the results of a vtore 
conplete hhec$ of Bureau, references concerning the various 
individual s mentioned in- the attacked report (including 
I ~| ) ould he . fo.rpa.rdQd to the interested offices* . 

In the, fjearititie, it vtas requested that the inforrxution be 
carefully revieved\dhd. "that pertinent soizzent regarding 
the possible identity of the individuals, therein mentioned 
be submit ted its -the Bureau* This, ttatter vas falloued in the 
I | caeo and by letter: dated Hay 17* 1043* the Ken York 

Office adv ised that the Hew York files, vere- being reviewed 
GpncernSntt I \ and others, involved in the 
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(U) :- ' A donplete^jreuiew of Biir.edu fifes was nada and by : . 
Tienoranduvi dated Becenber ££,, 1Q40 9 a c orrelated r eview of all 
available information identifiable nith\ I mo ferpprded 

to the 7(ev foH? Office for its inf-omdtion* (65-5Q2G3.-1X . 

finnifift nf thin nnnr>ftru ,?*Prt? alSo diBftentnatedr to other am n C$e S y 
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WlUSTtUC 

\naa aeparted" 



ns. official re fiords indicated *fc<x*-|__^ 

ihe Uniied states on Starch £ 9 IP$9. - , - 

Pending cotolet ion. of the zahy file reviews relating 
to, ttie \ \ bu the tie® Jerk Off ice and s ubmission 

by that office of a suwzary, of i nfo rmti on conge rning L 

viWioh would* identify ft itk vitji, the \ ~ I md 

•serve as basis for investigations & revort Aun jr.gr is tug 
ihfafmtion in 144 files conccfnMn \ \ as vielX as - 

that mde available thru reiiieu of Bureau fiM#». w°s 
submitted by the T!ev> York Offi ce* on tjio ba&is of phiQhit 
separate investigative -case on \ \ oas openfcd. 
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JTfte hun&Xtng> 0/ *Ms r^i^ter by $ew York tias- 
primarily a research problem* The subject had re fumed 
to Russia in 193$ or 194&* Ur+ Gregg points out <a 
case vid$ not opened until receipt of the October € s 
194% report fron ilev YorK x phich sets but leads for 
fUrihet checking* . Since this file was not opened until 
receipt of the Octpber report^ NeV> :far% vxts. not followed 
in this~pas&* it appears t&at $6 administrative action, 
is indicated* \ - f.\ ~ 
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££.• nmnrowir sim.mar. mas. 

ESPIONAGE - B 

(Bufile 65-57862) 

(New Tork file 65-14741) 



TRAINING AND INSPECTION DIVISION:' 



r 



^^BwP&au letter to New York 
6-9-50 j furnished New York 
information received from 



____^_^_ ni [JTewJork 

had deferred further action pending receipt of vnis information* 
A letter was thereafter received by the Bureau from New Yo rk dated 
6-19-50. advising report would be delayed, that the agent ( 1 
| "p to whom case was. assigned, was engaged in the investigation 

of another espionage subject,, Joseph Barnes. Bulet to New York 
8-8-50, , followed the New York Office. A reply received 8-11 from 
New York indicated there would be a further* delay]? because agent 
to whom case assigned was investigating Vivian Glassman, principal 
subject in Rosenberg and Gold espionage ring. The Bureau again 
followed on 9-15, and a reply-received from New* York 9-18 advised 
that a report would be submitted on 10-6-JO* A further letter 
was received from New York on 10-10-50, advising a report was 
being mimeograp hed* A report was s ubmitted by New York dated 



dated 



10-16-50, by SA 

It is 
New York j which 
received by the 
returned to New 
were (a) Report 

in West Coast ports during period 5-20-41 to 
have reflected the per iod as being from "5-1-41 to 6-15-41* 
(b) Name of informant. I [ was misspelled in report 

as | \was reflected in r eport as head of 
the\ 1 Report should 



noted that a 1%- pag e report 

was submitted by $A \ 

Espionage Section av vne sue* on 

York on 11-17-52 , for corrections, 

stated "photographs of possible suspects 
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11-4 -52: at 

| (A), was 

11-10-52, and 

among which 

who arrived 

1951. etc*" should 
// 



have said head of [ 



^ 



over f our months 
_\of the 
of the New 
Ji further appears SA 



It is noted from the above that it took 
for New York to submit a report. SA \ 
New York Office, as well as, the supervisory personnel 
York Office, appear to be responsible* 

| (A), New York, as well as the field supervisor, 

was. responsible for\ not cdtching the inaccuracies reflected in 
report of 11-4-52**/ IT* is recommended this matter be furnished 
Inspector B* C* Brown . for his consideration in connection with 
current inspection j>f the New York Office. j*A$r 
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Best Copy Available 



ALL INFOMATION CONTAINED 

HEBE III IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT 
IifflEKE SHOW! OTHERWISE 
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r -^a frog J'srttf aftcS t» S*«* ai d EBOirea&iqs p-g*' 

/.*» firs to ahecte ir.&icez tz-2 XU- rcc*r&, Zzu. ere repeat c3 
a fieic inv^iiig"-U-njin this na~aef< lev ere alco rE#jc«r ccJ to 
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stamped into the Espionage section on /!ay y;> iyw.J 
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ifca interrogation report raff a >as-*«*2:stfn* of information already 
in pcaodeaion of the lurcau* There ras no indication for the 
nece6oit;jo^ other than nofr&l handling* 

lloaevefj in ptder to >c certain, that the report did not 
contain any information not previously reported to the Bureau con* 
* cem%ng intelligence operations in the United States and al$et:**cre 
in vhich the $ur&a& had an interest^ & systpv^tic^ thorough^ 
detailed and e&hausMvg review m§ undertaken.. 
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Tn nrnnnmn^nr& ing the wluziinoug information ap^eari 



in the 



_ ^against £uraau filca it trgo necessary t\ 

obtain ^earoh slips on nunerom kltms Tzentioned^ resulting in r^r^ 
files having to he called c*id reviewed. £t res aloo needssary 
-to Photostat pertinent mn?® of the report vhioh z&re furnished 



to the ficld^ ell of rhich obviously tool: considerable tine. 
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| f continue tf) 



(U) , Jt* sfctfitfd &4 notpd that instant case was not the 

only one to be* opened or oft v*$iak aetitin had tb be tateR-Q$^ 
b rast^l* of this review Correspondence xva had xoitf j H *W 
and cases -gere opened in Jun$ ar f d July a# the roviev) progressed. 



Furthermore, during this peri 

flow of xork on the de$$ pf^merifisorl , -^- 

handled^ as wall as any special items tfiat aroqe. 



$T*e a normal 
tixis being 



It should be fitrthep noted, thai; £ypervipor[ 



want on regularly- scheduled vnnvctl le$v$ on, July $, 195$; 
uhd returned tg vtxrk art Jupj 27; JQP3*, In vi$& of the fact 
there mo no urgency indicated in the review of the 
interrogation report, it was not leiidy&d nqeessary to ro~ 
schedule this annual leave ., 
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AratWJtVZ MRECTOIl M :Iti fVT.WW* 




n wo t.aa pravioual 



revictiad and -baKen aotiqn on infoyrAtioTk which fee had recalled 




W 



l it aid have to bd reviewed for ifcrzp ef _ 
interest to tne mreau* it vzofo norb of an urgent nature, since 
if m% old in formation * and it should properly have bgen handled 
by Supervise? ] 1 as he cou^d fit it in Kith his pther 

varft on $ ^project 1 * basis. In reviewing this situation, it 
has been noted thdt \ I failed to list £hia material as 

a project on his vyeefcly delinquency reports; which he should 
hUve .done* 

AmmiSTMTim xwxon T>%mw**imA$ioih 

If is ^ecamehded thai the fdilure of Supervisor 



, to list as d project tke \ fe hich he wo* 

reviewing jbe? (tailed to ht$ attention %ft Wnnection ?Hth a 
letter o f censure vhieh ha s h&cn ree ontended* be sent i;o* 

\ &ith regard to tM \ | etige proper* 




bl 
b6 
b7C 
b7D 




9 



O 



Q< 



"EXEMPTED FROM AUTOMATIC 

DECLASSIFICATION 

AUTHORITY DERIVE ^EQIt; ,- r 

lit iuTOHATIC DECLASSIFICATION GUJEg 

EXEMPTION CODE 2SX(1) ~ J 

DJ^TE 09 = 22 = 201.0 



! ^ d,t *-• 



(U) 






ALL INFORMATION "CONTAINED 

HERE IN IS UNCLASSIFIED EXCEPT 
WHERE SHOWN OTHERWISE 
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s&fcao not /wBWgB &J 
=TF-iiT trvcsticcLittt until K* 



irvcsticaite until 
spy V«® Xork to &h& 



IS) 




(U) 



stanved into the; JSspiondgc taction oil Hay 2Q* 1053, ipyC 

b& — — fc 



by, Supervisor I 



t?#s initiated 

J js appeavqd ft ott tniS initial revtiew 




that the interrogation rgporf u?a$ a restatement of information, 
already in possession -Of the Bureau. Sphere vas no indication \ 
for the necessity of other than nornaX handling. 

Jfowewrj in order to he certain thdt the report did not 
contain' any infor^alfion not previously y$p&E$cdtp tfie Bureau con^r 
cording intelligence: operations in the UniiedlSiretia^and elsewhere 
in x*hich the Bureau had an itite t res% a systematic^ ifixfrpQught 
detailed and exhaustive reviev> pas undertaken. 
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in the 
obtain 



Tn n+fi<*rz~ohr>r&ing the voluminous information appearin 
jagainst Bureau files j it t?as necessary, t 



s&arch slips oft humorous nazes mentioned^ resulting in m 



files having to be called and reviewed. Xt vas also necessary 
to Photostat pertinent pages of the report vhicfy tzere furnished 
to the fields all of \3hich obviously tool? considerable tine* 
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qj\ It should be noted that inetent case txts not t t he 

only one to ho opened or on i*\ieh action had to he ^tdken a A 

a re quit of this v$vi§&. Correspondence v*a& had vHh\ JO 

and casesi were opened in fund and JUJLy no t7tb repie& progr$b3(id* 

Furihgrziorej during, th$& ver ted of ti ne a normal 
flop of mrk On the deal: of HSur>arvist>"r \ \ was being s 

handled? tia izell as any, special itens that drove* 



b7C 



It should he further no$$d: that gUpervisar[ 



v&nt on reguiarlyscheduled annual leave on July &$ 1953 y 
and returned to work on July £?j 1$53. Xn uiew of * -the fact 
there vae no urgency indicated in tiitff revi'en of the 
interrogation, report* it wa% not beliey&d ftqaescary to ra- 
$chedu%e this annual Idave. 



(U) 



(U) 
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AnfKTfm&T nimoTon a., a mums?* 



ZL 



we naa prdv%busly 
h6 had recalled 



reviewa .ana zagen acmdft on %njQJTjnwvn rufiw 

ihhen intcrn-Leued bv TenresentaitiLt&Tl of the bureau in 1Q4Q* 
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I it did W>v& to %e rayigvoa for jjteyis of* 

interest to the Bureau* ft was not 6f an Urgent naturOj $in$e 
it mS Ql$ in formation * and it should properly have been handled 
by 8umrviQQ? \ „~1 p° & c could fi$ it in with his ijfher 
ttQrk on a* ^project" basis* Xn reviewing this si^ati^n, it 
has &eim noted that \ \ fail&d itb JUa* this material as 

a project on his vteeftly delin^uenoy reports*, xhich he should 
htive done* 

AjmmisTMTivfi A'tiTim m?em^?7pA$xoih 



in the c&se Ontitldd 3 

} Internal Security -* A*» tt n as oeenTec 



357T 



MajL^he failure of &u*ervi$a* \ I *a list the 

fa? to project be called 1 to his attention in Qpnneetipn { 
w letter :of ednsure tchieh has been recommended be serit 
I in the \ \ qcq& proper* 
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*gr PJTu afrft/i drtrtty'irrfctrtn* fa tfittiitt^^ UWTX Au&vsf 22* 20-3, 

fo'bsdrtHadr l P « e„c to !<c& TorU tQ'Chosfr indices and 

Ittb raoor&o* Xou* urn f jiftvruateg to cduiia e.%/ it iirolt cpprostr.ii 
*w on<t on6~half tr.bntha before (hi9tti&iti:g- a ficlC investigation 
in thip center* XfU arc nlso vcqiieistc4 to Butnit your r<?03 * »Mc? 
tian for c&ziniattz'&iv& aotfpti* V-^AJC^*}) y<7 

sm&nrmoti I [ J 
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atanped into the Espionage Section on Uay 2G 9 2953. 




by Supervisor^ 



I was inmavB 



];\) It appeared fr on this: initial review 




that the interrogation report va3 a restater^en-t af informtioh 
already:, in possession of the jSureaa; There was- no indication 
for the necessity of other than pornal handling* 

However^ in order tp be certain that the report did not 
contain any iftfornation not previously reported to the Bureau can* 
corning intelligence operations in the United States and elsewhere 
in iqhich the bureau had an interest^ u systematic,, thoroughj 
detailed and exkauptive revievs ms und&ztaktin* 



bl 



Xn cirann-nheak inr? th$ voluvtinoutr information appearing^, 
jagainst Bureau files* i*t vas necessary to Vx 



^ U) in the 

obtain seyfek slips on 'numerous naszes mntioned, resulting in rxmjf- 
files having to ha called and reviewed* It t)as also necessary 
to Photostat pertinent pages of the report which verti furnighed 
to the fie id j all pf vhioh obviously took considerable' title* 
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it should be noted that instant case vas not the 
only pna to be opened or <?n rhitfh motion had to he t crfrn an 



a result\of this reviext* Carre sp$ndence vxio had with 

and cases wre opened in June and July* as the review progrz 

furtheriiofo^ ^rinn [.*thib mri od of ti ne a normal 
flQV) 0/ wr% on the deal? of FuToorVisbr I I vas bding 

handled, as veil as any special itnns that arose ^ 

tt should be further noted that Supervisor I ~l 

wen*t? on regularly-qchodulcd annual leckve on July d, 1953, 
and retiimed to itork en July £&, 1053. In view of tl}e /act 
there ms np urgency ihdiddfed 4n "the rcvipvf of the 
interrogation report, it mb no£ beloved necessary to re- 
schedule this annual %eat)a. 
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\ W% had pr£viouplij\ 

reviewer and taken d&tiqn oii infgtnttion l»iiicn he hdd recalled 
jnhen interviewed hu reprdoentdtiveii of the Bureau in 1Q4B. 

[ /it did have *a be revxetitid for WG&s $f 

interest to the Bureau* If £a« not #f an urgent nature > s\ 
it vas old in formation ^ &nd it shAuld properly have been handled 
by«8w>ervi&or \ J fta hQ couM fit it in with his other 

toorlc oh d "project" basis* In reviewing this situation* it 
ha$ bden noted thaf \ j failed to list this vxktaridl as 

& project on His mPfclU delin$umoy fapprts, ititicfy Ad should 
h&va done* ( 
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In the case entitled* , 

} Internal Security - ih" $i h as Dean rccnr t x,anZc& 



trftay m e failure af .Supervisor^ 



m m' a 
to 



] to list the 
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as d prQjOct M called to his dt^ntion in cdnnectiori 
lett er of cendurb *H ch %ia$ $eeto rac&rzzendeA bo. sent 
| %n tke \ I ease proper* 
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Inspector Brovm: 
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This is a pending case, assigned to SA[ 



who is supervised by SA T. G« McAndrews under ASAC A. 
York is origin* 

Delays 



J 9 Marches sauLt. New 
ALL |ftM : p,, !lT , ?!I CONTAIN 
HEIu-K r* •' :t '.-SPIED , 

BXCS/f ^ I; -^ ShOWH 

OTHEhWISE 
The case was ordered opened in the New York Office on 2/l6/2*8, * 
on the basis of a letter dated 12/31/1*7, received fircm the Bureau 3/7/2*8 •' 



ED 



A delay of over a month in opening the case -4s apparent ♦ 
from the New York Office was dated 3/l5A9> by SA[ 



The first re port 
] The 



b6 
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case write-up prepared on, 6/2/1*9/ during' the self-inspection by former *SAC 
oa.eidt, called attention to delays in this case. Former Supervisor R. R,. 
Granville, who supervised the case until his resignation on hAk/$2, stated • 
the case would receive preferred* and expeditious attention* It was necessary^ 
however, for the Bureau to follow the New York Office on the case on' 
10/28/1*9. 
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On 6/9/50, the Bureau f urnisfe d New York with inf ormatioh obtain 

hich supplemented information pre- 
ncerning the subject* This was 

[dated 10 /l6/50» An explanation 
for this delayed reporting is requested of SA 1 [ 



rnisfa e* 

i . _ p 

viously Wrtained by that organization-rio; 
incorporated in New York report by SAJ 
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Background of Case 

This case is based noon *pf <pra.ta<?n fygmighed bvl I 



New York Office by BuIeT"i2/3l/l*7 stated that [ 



Lwaiie acting as an undercov er agent f or tHe 

I The first informa tion f roml L furnish ed 

1< 
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~f Both the 

woyq, "piannea^ ana tne date »i.yui" m ay be of significance, in view of the 
lack of success todatein identifying ] ""[ ^^^ u~ 



New York Inspection 

11M/53 

SC3:iUfl? 

2*B 




Classified 
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Upon reintervifew* by the Intell igence Division of the United 
^States Army in February. 19k8.l lis reported to have stated that 
I I by 

profession, and had been I I for 

dispatch to | 1 bu t went to the United States first » instead. I 1 
obtained a visa at the| 
arriving in | | . Once, in the United States | | contacted 

J (cod e name) , a naturalized United States citizen living in New Yo rk 

I stated he would be able' to identify a photograph of 



City, whowasf 



IZ^r 



Through an interview of [ 



also in 192*8, the Bureau vras advised that| 

that he vrent to | 

visaj and that he then left for th< | 



L apparently 



Discrepancies in Dates and 
Vfording of Interviews 



Jwas recruited early in 19^1; 
\ to get his United States 

1 tsA , D) 




Ey letter $/l6/hQ Los Angeles caLled to the attention of the Bureai, 
Nev/ York, San Francis co and 'Was hington Field Offices the discrepancy between 
the reported dates" of | | recruitmentjL>^> 19Ul or 19lxZ. and suggested. 
that San Francisco examine all entries into the[ 



during the period February to June, 19^2 and t hat rfashingtori Field Office 
consider examining | I during the same period* 

In determining future action in this case, c areful atte ntion should 
be afforded the results of the various ^interviews with I I The f irst 
interview apparently merely indicated that a residency known as I "I was 
planned * Two subsequent" intervi ews ind icated that the plans were executed, 
at l east to t he point of putting f I in the United States and in touch 
with | L As a result of still another interview by a Bureau represen- 
tative in October and November, 19U8, however, (Bulet to New York 8/ll/2#) 
I 1 evidently 7^as no t so spe cific and insisted that he had no knowledge 
whatsoever as to the manner V I w ould be contacted in America or the 



This appare ntly 
^concerning | 



identity of the* individual who would make the c ontact* 
contradicts information previously f urnished b y | 
rendezvous in the United States with | | 

Investig ation to date has been guided by the earlier interviews 
in which I 1 reportedly u sed the pa st tense as to | ~~| 

whereas it appears likely that l | was re calling plans only, and may 
have no definite knovrledge of execution of the | | 
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departure fromf 



until ea rly | 
happened [ 



J would not have been in [ 



I, prior to 

| actu ally was riot recruited 



, ... ._ , | to kno w what 

£ From all informa tion available, it appears that l I 
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probably- was recruited early i d L 
Lead Number 1 



Hew York should request a further detailed interview with[ 



to clarify the discr epancies noted above, particularl y as to the dates »and hs 
to w hether I I ever had any personal knowledge of | | 

left l I 

Checking of Ships ' Manifests 

San Francisco on 7/19 A8 advised that manifests of all ships 
arriving in San Francisco from ports of China, Japan, Russia and the Philippines 
*w£3 reviewed for the period October, 19U0 to August, 19l*2, res ulting in 
^o^ating the name of one individual who might be identical with I I 
and of three individuals, one of whom might be l \ was unable 

to identify photographs o£ any of these* 
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Washingt on Field Office obtained a list of persons obtaining visas 
\ although the State Department advised the list was in- 



complete due to partial destruction of records • Leads from this source 
have been negative,* 

San Diego, Los Angeles, Portland and San Francisco also have 
furnished lists of possible suspects from ship manifests c overing varying 



and 



periods in 19Ul, looking toward the identification of both 
\ ~~[ who recruited I k nsbrhs was supposed to have come to the United 

States sometime between February 19U1 and June, 191*2* Results have been 
negative,* 

I I t appear s that as to | \ efforts of all west coast offices 
to identify ! [ from ships** manifests have been concentrated on ships 
arriving at west cdast ports between April and July, 192*1* although Seattle, 
San Diego, Los Angeles and San Francisco offices have covered the period 
through December, 19h\* It appears from the New York file (Serial £7) > 
that the Portland Office considered the arrivals only" between April and 
July, 19l*l, leaving the balance of 19^1 unchecked* In connection with the 
I ~|° as Qj oac k offic e has indicated that it attempted to identify 
both | |, f '*' 
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Lead Number & 



New York should determine whether Portland Office has examined the 
manifests of Transpacific ships arriving at Portland from February through 
December, 19l|l. Consideration should be given to having west coast ports 
other than San Francisco extend the period of their coverage of manifests 
to include at lea st the f irs t eight mon ths of 191*2, on the theory that 
travelers such as | | and l L whos e exact departure date, travel 
route and schedule s are uniaiown to l \ may have been delayed in- 
definitely enroute to the United, States. ~* 
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f i .X In other words, it^ppgars -that entirely tpo m<ih riflfenre hag been 

1 J placed upon the estimate of/ 



\ Base d upon information off 



]that | J TJT^ 



r 



I J efforts have been concentrated on identifying entries 

into tne west coast ports particularly during the period Hay 1 to June 15, 
19hl* This may be entirely too narrow 'a perio d since there are many unknown s 
invol ved in the calculation. It is rioted that | [ 

I l and apparently did not return there before defect ing. He nce, he may 
not have been in a positron to follow the movemaits of | ] or others 
after that date from, resorts or otherwise. 



Lead Number 3 

Dependent upon the results of the subsequent interviews with 

I L New York should consider the adv isability of follo wing through 
on the project of id entifying employees of | ~| thought possibly 

to "be identical with | \ Albany Office, in November arxl Decemb er, 19h9 , 
furnished New York' the names of employees in companies controlled by | "1 
in 19li6, but apparently no investigation has been conducted to determi ne if 
any of t hese employees might have information to indicate that | l is 
I \ or to obtain from present employees the names of former employees 
who mipht be identical with | | or who might have information concerning 



Lead Number k 



In the event 



— w , 1 who may be id entical with 

L is not eliminated dei'initely, employees of I Icom paaies should 
feed to develop suspects who may be identical with | | or who may 



be checked to develop suspects who may 

have information leading to his identification. 
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Lead Number J> 
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December 



* Nam es of in dividuals most closely resembling descriptions of 
Hahdl I who arrived at San Francisco between February and 

,1914 ' 



were furnis hed Washington Field Office « which office obtaine d 
photographs on £0.1 except:! I, 

\ The file does not reflect .that any 



error t has been made to locate these individuals or to obtain photographs to 
exhibit to | j Consideration should be given to following through on 
this matter* 
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Lack of Thorough, Vigorous Investigation 

and SupervisL on . ' . % ' f 

/ The Bureau instructed New York by 1b tter 6/25/JJ2 to completely and 
thoroughly review the file and advise the Bureau 'Wha£ investigation remains 
to bring the case to a logical conclusion at an early date and to include 
rscomn^ndations as to advisability of closing the investigation based upon 
the findings after review, 

§ 
By letter 9/10/ 52, the New York' Office advised the 'Bureau that all 
logical leads to identify ^ | had been exhausted. It is apparent from 
the foregoing anaLysis, however, that numerous leads were .and are outstanding* 
The foregoing letter, ana a closing report in this case dated at New York 
12/9/52, reflecting one day, 10/29/32, 
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in the period for which made, were 



written by SA John E. 



Foley, 



The Bureau by letter 12/l6/5>2 c alled attention to a susp ect > 
1 whose photograph I fr /as unable to identify as 



but who appeared to be a good suspect bec ause of hi s contact with a. known 
double agent^ and other points reaeabling | | activities. The New York 
file was reopened on 12/31/^ 2 ^d investig ation since that date has been 
directed toward an interview with I j which was finally c onducted on 
6A/g3 and the following o f a lead on one | ^ mentioned by 

I | as assisting him in | "1 

• 
It is apparent that investigation h as been ba sed largely upon 
indefinite and contra dictory inf ormation from l | vfaich has not yet 
been resolved alihouftb T l has been available for reinterview. Investi - 
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gation has been confined principally to two avenues: (1) identifying 
from ph otographs of passengers entering west coa st ports j and (2) identifying 
| | from among employees of | "1 In neither of* these 

avenues, have the possibilities : been e xhausted o r the investigation 
completed. Following the reinterview* with I "I to clarify specific 
points raised, the, case should be pushed vigorously " to a logical conclusion* 
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Correlation with Collateral Cases 

In the future handling of this .case, the attention of all personnel 
concerned should be di rected to th e inter-reiationship o f the fo llowing 
cases originating with I I in f ooiati on : Unsub , , wa : l I « Bufile 65- 

57862, New York 6 5-lli7lil; Unsub, tos I I Bufile 65-57876, Mew York 

65-1U7U2; TTnaiihSj l 
Bufile 65-60953, New York i 65-l6o59j and Unsub,, V/a^ 



J Bufile 65-57859, 



New York 65-lii7u3» ,The subject s of -the first three cases were allegedly 
instructed to mafe contact -with | | after their arrival in the United 
States, and the identification of any one of these -sublets*, or of Faraday, 
will have an important bearing on the course of .ai$r future investigation 
in each of these cases. ,The closest correlation will be *necessaxy ♦ r 
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Responsibility For Delinquencies 

Explaaations are requested fronrthe personnel still on the Bureau's 
rolls for the handling* of this Jcase for the^periods noted after their names: 
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Agents 

H» V> Kennedy 



John E« Foley 



Supervisors 

fU Ri Granville 

Ti J» McAndrews 



Period, of Respondbili'ty For This Case 

1/9 /W - 5/10/U0 (resigned; ~ ~~ 

5/lO/l|8-6/25/5L 

6/25/51 - V22/52 

ii/22/51 - 3/9/53* 

3/9/53 - date 



1/5/1^ - UM/52 (resigned) 
il/lU/52 - date 



ASAC 

A. H# Belmont 

Tito. M* 7/helan 

A* J» Marchessazlt 



1/5A8 - 2/2^/50 (Asst. Director) 
2/27/50 - 7/7/53 (now. SAC, San 

Francisco) 
7/9/53 ~ date 



SAC 

Edward Scheidt 

Li VV Boardman 



1/5/U8 - 8/25/52 (retired) 
8/25/52' - date 
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^DECLASSIFICATION 
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FBI AUTOMATIC DECLASSIFICATION GUIDE 

EXEMPTION CODE 2EXU!" 
DATE 09-22-Z010 
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UNKNOWN SUBJECT, was : 



ESPIONAGE - R 

New York Pile 65~lItfU2 

Bureau Pile 65-57876 
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INSPECTOR BROWN: This case was opened in the New York Office 

January 8, 19i{.8, and was closed September 
23* 1952 ♦ It was placed in a pending inactive status April 
2, '1951/ and may have remained in that status until closed^ 
although the case was posted several, times thereafter. Agents 
to whom the casfc was assigned during the period it was pend- 
ing are identified later herein. New York was origin through-* 
out the investigation. 



(S) 



Background of Case 

This case is based upo n information furnis hed 
££_fch|— Intelligence Division of the Army I ^,^~? 

I | and the Bureau by | I OQ 

Drnamed by himself as I 



wmxe acting as | 

The information furnished by[ 



J follows. 



1 decided that inasmuch as tue illegal resident agent 
] was then an old man, it would be necessary to 



arrange for a new man to take over hi s responsib ilities in 
the United States • For this purpose, I J (true name) 
was sent to | I where he was 
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New York Inspection 
November 30, 1953 
FGJ:CC 







ENCLOSURE 



«6 




residing in 

the purpose of studying the[ 



and preparing his cover biography* 



for 

J languages 
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In | | in Ptebruai^y of 19kl> I ~1 
recruit ed the agent subsequently k nown by the code name of 

, who presumably entered the l 

in 19U1 for the purpose of setting up a network in 



United States and 
part of 19Ul»l 



slightest of training, 
York in March of 19U1* 
cover id entity I 
to these [ 



Canada • Also in| Jin the 
I enrolled in tja e| 

] who, 



the 
very earl y 



with but 



were dispatched to 

It was contemplated that in 
~| would assume a 



-me 

in New 
his 



he 

b7C 
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in New York* 



distant relationship 
"^ upon his arrival 



/acco rding tof~ | had been 

instructed to wait for | | and upon the latter *s arrival 
to establish him, as a distant relative and train him as 

pur pose of establishing 

I (technological) 
Ne w York a rea* It .was 
Iw ould be 
I business 



I for the ultimate 

him as the I 

| , in the" 
contemplated th at in the U nited States I 
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associated with 
in New York- City 



in 



the [ 



Although it was planned that | 
leave for the United States in the summer of 191{.1> 



he 



I would 
was still 



in 
In 



would |_ 

he can recognise 



Iwhen I H in May "of that year* 

I met hi m personally and came t o know 
I well* I "1 feels quite cert ain the l I 

]and is quite certain 
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a photograph of him* 



ated from I 
was a | 
being clever 



1 stated thatT 



lhad 



radu~ 
and 
Elm as 



decisions 



and 
and as 



cunning, 
having a 



I He described 
adventurous, quick in making 
good imagination and a love for 
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V .: 




s 



\ He said that | ~| w as fond o f good 
iv ing and that he wo uld assume a cover .as a l I choos- 
ing I H oover name for his entry into the 
United States, ( 
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Unsuccessful investigation has been con- 
ducted to date for the purpose of identifying and locating 
the Unknown Subject* Most of this investigation has been 
conducted outside the territory of the New York Office* 
and has involved checking arrival manifests on the West 
Coast to develop logical suspects. The case was closed in 
September, 1952 on the theory tha t all logi cal leads had been 
covered, it being not ed also tha t | \ could not state 
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definitely that Unsub[ 
United States. 



ever actually came to the 



Delinquencies 

This case was opened January 8, 19^8, 
Thereafter, pending reports were submitted by the New York 
Office on April 26,, 19^9, October 5> 19^9, December 30, 
19^9, Mar ch H. 1950. July 27 » 1950, and October 25, 1950, 



all by SA 

was made pen ding; inactive 



On April 2, 1951* the case 
"The next report was a pending 
report by* SA I I dated February lj., 1952, and the 

last New York report was dated September 23., 1952, a closing 
report by SA Edmund KLanagan# Explanations are requested 
for these reporting delays* 

Close supervision of this case by the New 
York Office appears to have been lacking throughout* In 
addition to reporting delays, the Bureau frequently had to 
remind the New York Office by 0-1 form that the case was 
delinquent j other offices were not followed within a reason- 
able period to require coverage of outstanding leads; and 
the Bureau on at least one occasion found it necessary to 
request the New York Office to review the file for coverage 
of leads and to determine if other leads were available ©o 
the case could be brought to a logical conclusion* Ihere 
is no indication in the New York file that a lead for San 
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\s 



Jiego to check arrival manifests for logical suspects, set 
out in New York report dated October 25, 1950, has ever 
been covered. Closer supervision of these matters by the 
office of origin could probably have brought this case to 

^ a logical conclusion in a much shorter period of time. Ex*? 

o&O planations are requested* 

Suggest ed Leads 

In connection with the inspection review 
of this case some leads were discovered involving the re- 
opening and further investigation of the case. These leads 
have been submitted to the SAC for his consideration by 
memo to the case fileo 

Agent and Supervisory Responsibility 

During the period this case was under in- 
vestigation in the New York Office, January 8, 191$, to 
September 23, 1952, responsibility for the investigation 
and supervision thereof was allocated as follows ♦ Explana- 
tions for the handling of this case are requested from the 
personnel still on the Bureau's rolls* 



Agents 

H»V* Kennedy 

F*X« Plant 



be 

b7< 



Edmund Flanagan 



January 8, 19M3 - 
April, 19^8 (resigned) 

April, 19i|£ *• August, 
191$ (resigned) 

August, 19l|8 - August, 
1951 

August, 1951 - April 22, 
1952 

April 22, 1952 ~ 
September 23$ 1952 




ft 



o 



Q 



Supervisors (Section 6 ) 

» — — ■— — i ^— ■ ■■!■ I — «■— *— ^— » »^»^— W 

Kobert R Granville 
Thomas J. McAndrews 




January 8, 19lj.8 - 

April ll|., 1952 (resigned) 

April llj., 1952 - 
September 23, 1952 



ASACs 



^.H. Belmont 



William M. Whelan 



January 8, 191{.8 - 
Jtebruary 21}., 195° 
{Assistant Director) 

February 27 j 1950 « 
September 23> 1952 



SACs 



Edward Scheidt 



L#V« Boardman 



January 8, 19l|& - 

August 25* 1952 (retired) 

August 25*. 1952^ ~ 
September '23> 1952 
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SACy Hi (6^-ll|.7lj2) 
Inspector BiC, BROW 
TJNSUB: was si 



? 



ESPIONAGE • R 
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11 



In connection with the, inspection review of the 
captioned case* the following leads are suggested for your 
consideration: . 



r 



? 



Now that ha. la available in t ho'TTS. it As' suggested 



Available Information furnished by I 



r 
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Memo, SAC 
2IT 65-li|.7i|2 



Japan throiigh a West Coast po*»t • Ip da te only fosa t Coast * x 
iirrival .manifests have been checked for I I suspect a ♦ : 
Consideration; Mght be givoix to -chocking East Coast arrival; 
manifests , both ship an<i plane s for logibal suspects* Exact; 
Specifications for suspects could be furnished to^ Bast 
Coast offices so actual suspects for I | could bor 
spotted on the manifests^ (eliminating the, necessity for ob~ 
gaining a large list o:f persons for screening by th$ $£0> 
as ^as done pi checking West Coast manifests^ 
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Much of tjxe screening of arrival naanifests 6n the 
West Coast was concentrated on the early part of 19i|l* ex- 
it ending through December * 1 9lil* This wo uld, appear to have 
1 b6en wasteful as I 
believed^ have left I 



1 bbuid not> if \ 
Tuhtil tfiprl 



lis to be 
y Therefore* 
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from May, 19I4 through December* 19li2* ullbwing for delays 
and changes in | | would seem to be a reasonably 

pertinent period for $his pase * Consider at ion might be given, 
to using such a period in; the more accurate method suggested 
of checking for actual suspects on arrival manifests for the 
Easiy Coast* Also, consideration taight, be given to extending 
the choreic of West Coast arrival laanif est is into 19jj4« 

Ii^sts of arrivals -through Vest ^Coast pbrts^ already 
furnished by ,Wes£ Cpast offices^ should be thoroughly ro~ 
reviewed b y the MXO for additional logical suspects for 4 
I ~l WFO .should then fee, yeqUeirtod to endeavor- to 
ob tain photo graphs of such suspects and to exhibit any L found 
tb l I for identification. 

Further, it is suggested that all logical BureaUTwtde 
confidential .informants, and confidential Sources on qsplonage 
matters be interviewed to develop an y information iwhich. might 
be helpful in Iden tifying I V £ttthia category £ only 
I j contacted hy the Charlotte pffice in 1950* 

has been interviewed, to date,* 

After completion of the additional investigation recom- b7D 
mended,- it is suggested that :an investigative summary report 
be prepared for the guidance o jL any future investigation to, ,' 
identify and locate I fc 7 *' , - 
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• UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



PROM 



SUBJECT 



Mr. 



J5T. 



DECLASSIFICATION 
AUTHORITY DERIVED FROH: 
®b|lftfolOHATIC D I CLASSIFICATION GUIDE 
EXEMPTION CODE 2SX<l)r/f 
DAT! 09-22-201C^ ^J ^ 

L. Edwards^jrif 



DATE 





3g^g"25gfl^sN 



AL-AJV JJ. BELMONT 
Assistant Director 
HM -t . , ppme^fic Intelligence Division 

■ tD *'*wk Tftere is attached a memorandum' from Mr. Cle§g"to Mr. Tolson 

dated 12/18/53 which points out that an analysis of files at the 'Seat 

of Government relating to information received fro m , , 

I l andman analysis of New Tor k files by Inspector B. C. Brown^'A 

developed several delinquencies chargeable to Mr. Belmont during his 
period of duty as ASAC at New York (7/8/44 - 2/27/50) 9 > and since his asr 
suming charge of the Domestic Intelligence Division on 2/27/50. As ASAC 
at New % York Mri^ Belmont was charged with the over-all responsibility of 
supervision of Internal Security and Espionage cases. 



9-7-te 

k 
% 






In connection with his assignment *as ASAC at New York Mr* Bel- 
mont was charged with the over-all responsibility for delays of 5 months 
and more than one month in opening investigations in 2 Espionage-R cases 
and for delay in> submission of initial and subsequent reports, for periods 
ranging from 3 1/2 months to more than 4 months. Another Espionage-R 
case was- closed with only minimum investigation^ <ttiere was a delay of over 
2 weeks in reopening the case and a delay of almost 1 year in submitting f 
a repori/ In another instance a case was opened in January y 1948, and rqpprte 
were no i submitted until April y 1949. J'*' 



Mr. Belmont 
these cases and cited 



the pertinent period at New York. 



explained that he had, no personal recollection 
a shortage of personnel an d-huke 



•rs* 



bjeih: 
Seat of Government in 



in 

• * 

I 



charge 
instance 



aW 



While Mr. Belmont 'has 
Division at the 

closed without [ ^^__ 

formation pertaining r'~to the investigation. In Ian Intern 



and-numero iqs~~speirttt^<8g 



:_■ w--»« ^»,* ti- 
ff Domestic 

^Espionage-R 

\oho 




Intelligence 
-ca-se~wa*s' b6 
might have in- \ b ^ c 

b7D 



\ternql * x Secuvi$y-R 



case there was a .delay in opening investigation from 

In an Espionage-R case original information came ic^tiemureiauAs^atten-^ 

tioii in* March, 1948, and an individual case wahrnftoir^op^erre^ 

In another Espiohatg e-R c&se there was a delay .f.rom'S/3/51 to 6/18/51 

transmitting to the ] | by New York 

have that agency re Interview ] 

espionage. In 4 other case : s there 



i&\ 



in opening' the 



I reQaravna'an individual 
were delays '**'" 









investigations 



Attachment* A * 




a/Mr 



suspep^d of 
6f more than $wo{ Monies'* 
information had been^ -received pertaining 



,. ^ ^ •*- 



.#!£ 
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EXCEPT 



WHERE 
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to interviews with 
(U) 



11 



!&•• Belmont explainejd that althoug h it was not 
pect positive results from the interviews of \ 
to above he feels they should be interviewed now 



3/Q<4) 



TS 



logica l to ex- 

| referred 
"clear the record. n 



In connection with the delay in opening a case 8/30/50 to 10/4/50 Mr* 
Belmont stated that the information did not indicate urgent handling 
and did not take precedence over many others being handled by the super- 
visor at the time. Regarding the case wherein an individual case was 
not opened until 8/13/53 after original information was received in 
Karch s 1948, Mr. Belmont stated this matter was followed in another main 
file and realises better procedure would have been to open a case on the 
information originally received in 1948. r Regarding the delay from 5/3/51 
to jS/18/51 i n transmi tting a request fbo Central Intelligence Agency " 
rei nterview I \Mr . Belmont staved this occurred during a cris 
the \ ~\ ,and the former case being a less urgent matter 

was not handled, on a priority basis. Concerning the delay in opening 

information^" 



ft. i/HV* 



the remaining fnur>. baaeR Jt/r»i Uelmnn-h 




ented that, the 

required an intensive review fq 

items of interest to> the Bureau. Thi$~was not of an urgent nature and 
should properly have- been handled by the supervisor as he could ,f it it 
into his other , work on a "project" basis. 

Training and Inspection Division recommended a letter be di- 
rected to Mr. Belmont calling to his attention the delinquencies set out 
above and reminding him of the necessity for prompt pnd thorough -handling 
of all espionage cases. - 

Separate memoranda are being submitted with respect to the S0& 
supervisors involved in these cases. 

RECOMMENDATION OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION : 

The Administrative Division recommends that a letter be directed 
to Mr. Belmont calling his attention to the delinquencies set, out above 
and pointing out to him the necessity that all espionage cases be promptly 
and thoroughly handled. 
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Mr". Tols on. 
H. H. Clegg 
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SUBJECT: ' DELINQUENCIES OBSERVED IN THE HANDLING 

AND SttfERV ■ SION OP INVESTIGATION GROWING- 
. CUT OF INFORMATION RECEIVE D FROM [ 



m 






4 



There are attached memoranda setting .forth' the 
delinquericies- pf each Seat of -Government Supervisor j 
-the delinquencies fbund fry Inspector Bj^own in M ;w. "^ork 
•chargeable to SAC, VJhel-an and- "r ; . ^elmont while" ASACs in 
New York. Seat of Government ^ivisi-onal^ delinquencies 
, chargeable, to. Mr.', Belmont are also, set fo'rth. 

^ Explanations of praseht "&$f York employees 

\ \ have been set. forth by Inspector Brown in the inspection. 
V report of the New York Office. " ' 

.*^\ ' " ' ' ' "-_..-■ 




K 

j 
K 



Attachments, 
3"EM:db 



?-3 



> " 









--■"'Misfssm 



$£&iz 



*\ 



./J 



}&C 



January 20 3 1954 

PERSONAL MB,CONFMENTTAr, 



a*'.. • 



Tolsofl* 

Udd« 

Nichols. 

Pelnabot, 

Glavio— 
H«bo~ 
Rosto — 
Tracy—* 
Gearty — 
Mohr„ 



Tele. Room— 
HoHomto— _. 
Miss Gaady— , 



Federal Bureau; of Investigation 
Washington 9 p» C* - 



J?ear jfrv ^elmprttr 






thave carefully considered the facts 
reletting to the undue' delay in handling of -the 
Security Matter .-' Communist case involving } I 

I I and it is apparent that the per— 

> sonnel under your* supervision have riot been%thor~- 
*oughljj* apprised of the nede&sity for promptly and 
'eJtftcieji&V cohpleting all correspondence. Thi& 
particular piece of jnail was received* in the 2?a- 
mesiic Intelligence Division oji December 22, 1953 $ . 
and did not clear the Internal Security Section* " 
until January 6 S 1954. Although, the Christmas and 
Sew Year 'Is holidays and two week ends intervened* a 
^otal of eight working days lapsed before this natter 
was- completed in, your division which,, is certainly an t " 
unnecessary delay's * I 

As Assistant Director of the Dokestia In- 
telligence, Division it is your responsibility to see 
tq it ( that all matters are handled with dispatch and 
, I shall expect yoii to take immediate corrective mea- 
sures tp prevent the repetition of suchdilatoriness 
on the part of supervisory in the Domes tic Ihiellj 
Division. , * VZZ~^~"^ " <-*--— v 
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John ^^ a J?V|? p 2© 5 TS54^ 

DirectoJr ' j AllL 
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UNITED STATEL.GOVERNMENT 



DATBt 1/15/54 



was. 




Director has inquived\as to reason for delay in handling I?*"^"j7 
attached letter from Nevr Yo^k\iated 12/18/53. T his inquiry was A^vv 
handled by Inspector J* 5* J?bg?r$. Keceiped^atJBureau 12/21/53 and 

Training division 2:27 n*mAU/2l/53. The riTwas^no" indiSatJon - -~ 

tKSt\ \*and -n^J * 

*" ' % ' - r fojrwaTded tp $ome^siic~Intel- 

gejtce^M% vision, deceived J>h\ir;e &iz"fiLp»»u 12/ f 22/5o ?~^b£mo^£& 

to internal Security\J$ej^qrv wVere r received 9:07 a.m. 12/23/53" 
''"■^Tra-Wr^^ whose clerk called 

rned from 2& days^ Christmas 
cated. On 1/6/5 4. 4i morky ng 
g case involving ! 
\irther interest to Internal 
rber with Section Chief Baumgardner, 
I returned the letter to ^Training 



for 



ing days \\ 
J was * 



l\gejfcce*,Mivision. Received j;h< 

to^jnt 

anarouTea to &upe 
"file same date. J/ans field net 
| leave on 12/29/53. File.not 1 

later, Mansfield, upon recalfii 

closed and since letter of no 

Security, Section, discussed ma 
I who after conferring with Sizo _ 

I Pi rVis i on where rj>Q_eiA?j}d_2:A7 T>Jn*J7h7s47 Decided in Training 

Division that New York should fu rnish infor mation in letter to 

Buffalo and Albany Offices sind\\ L who was charged in 

le tter with\ 

at] 



4 

! 



> 



to 6 
b7C 




twfrrjpersons be inte rule wed 
of information that \ 



VrUay f 
isted that 
New York source 
L Director 



\ agreed. / Letter re-written and sent through 1/13/54. , 

Although let-ber in Domestic Inte lligence Divisio^from 

G£cl&£^^^ *f? p ' V^ e J^ ends <**ert;ened. Also ~~psQ 

Maris field was on leave unYil' "'Tuesday, 12/29/53. " He was await- J*Zr 



u 




ing a locate of file for ne^t, 4& work days to l/6/5<£. Records 

Section sta1i$$\ '***- - x, -- ii - — ^ :i ~'* F ^- "— " — ** D J ~ io/i /« 

Called for by 

ing Division 12/30/ ^ , , , , ., 

Wednesday, 12/30/53 l <xrid 'TouteT^ _ 

routed to Internal SleHurity Section U ondm J {IL^WW! M "* ' 29J( 

JSR:GLC^ * —*-* ^\<nz ^ ... _ ir * " u -' ^ -^ -^ -r 
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IT. M. Glegg "^^'vC^ 
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By letter dated 11/3/53 the Washington Meld Office 
advised the Bureau of the result of an interview on J.o/23/53 with 
Frank Cotter of the Joint Gozzitttee on Atonic Energy regarding in~ 
forviatfon obtained by Cotter frori Calvin Bbrtolotte of 255 West 108th 
Street* ilfetf Xork City, which Bertolotte thought indicated possible 
espionage in connection with the suicide in 1946 of Lt* Colonel 
Paul P* Stoutenburgh* U* 3* Army. WFD l'etier of 11/3/53 ^wax 
received at the Bureau ll/s/53 and on 12/11/53 the Bureau instructed 
WFO and the $ew Xork Division to conduct additional investigation * 
The Director inquired why it took from 11/5/53 to 12/ll/s3 to handle 
this natter* 

Bate Status 

ll/s/53 Received Xniemal Security Section 1*53 Ptt* 

11/6/53 Received Espionage Section 8^57 A2f* Disc ussed bu 

No. 1 Man* S* B* Donahoe* with Supervisor I 1 

II/IO/53 Indices checked and file reviews convicted* Supe rvisor 
I 1 dictated ta Stenographer |~~ I a 

— . t menorarictuto recommending the Department of Justice be 

advised and that no further action be taken in the matter* 

11/IQ~ I I inquired three tines as to status of dictation* 

11/25/53 which was delayed due to expedite work on tarry Dexter 
White case and other specials* 

11/24/53 Sten ographer} \ permitted b y Stenograp hic Supervisor* 

™T— Mrs* I U to ro ugh dra_ft\ \ dictation of 

Sw'tt 11/10/53 to facilitate } \ departur e on leave 

ac^Li^ at close of business this date* I I granted 

Hlrfczi 1 day compensatory leave for 11/25/53 and combination _ 

Rosea — — 

Tracy "_ , v 

Gearty. , J 

%£zms*nei 9 *7X'.<' 
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be 
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ing ouch W&b Grefte t* the future to avoia GXtiOa 



ll-SGSS 



until Z£~tf~ES-, ■ - ■ r ^ 



12~£?~aa fie/ugh Craft ijfvcn, „~^»^. u v „ 

Supervisor* Mofy -jRUitodsj, tn oc^lcte in- finUhcC /»m 



1. ^covctcr'^ -£& 



XZ~$0~®3 I 



Gi&tpptw &_&, apeaittU I ~l called £«?eryte<m 
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fmi&Kia /orii $$<r touch 4raft ^re^ped '* 






.naa&r* 



12+X-S3 



#<? ea22<xJ 



WJ3T^m r$utjk]0£a- H f?$z her 



I 



RQUgk &vsft rcG&ivctl by f 

&u£ a&g ess it.;o 2 ft &> <?JL ,„„ ..„ . _„„ __ , 

oft tftrw t tefefrg r 8» cc*a*tio;* ta <te?- *»rfc £u<* to 

" I <st ^a.iittfaa«ft*<gi> Gchxaai una confl%&%eti$ 
special, p^aocano^iorr^n the roacfe draty . fop Dr£fifa&- 
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lotahs lift* 



rigHwcg c/;ae|r.R£ Sfcdieed^ *w>tofasr;/*Xfci 6fl6'6fe#&jN0- 
ana ftd t&<* xflrga ftr- fccsdlip o cspigt-pa. worft m "three ta&o 



bcoidc bin xnsfy* 



iHC,n6a rcj$r$ ^tp .piece 






of mit ts&iit Qtig&iir&j. aince the\lnupcr$6rs vera 
Qi&te iff S&q &p$etia4 *f mjcrvisor& in 'itfm usit* 

I \ r6tumc&y& <5te% ffiezk 8$Qt? Ipd®:? cnu ^ndlcS 



fititehed scztdrsLwZas. vi- th flatgote y bettor Ua rc^crfe^t 



be 
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1 J 

j?™^* 2 ^ 3 ®* Jte»peo^r tor?He& $M?$ft??&«2 sar^n^i fa e^as-tf 



La<Td 
Njchols 

Gltvin^ 
Harbo 




rcctm^fiQifion ii? %edorttft<!lu^ £&tcfr "pea. tib$Qs'xw& $fio 
r^?9ioa thereof plemd »r» Zcnftrichfy 4cob : th& Msntm 

out <ZaicC in~2Z~£3 m --;.-..■ 
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12+21-53 Letterfo^S^Gd ** WFOj oo ifctf Zorkj requesting 
further invcs¥^a^i°^* 



]deek 12-2*33 



REf/AliKS: , t 

\ The rough draft teas returned to t ^_, — ^., v , 

and was net i ncluded in the we ek2v delinquency lists* of 22~S~53 
and 23-9 -53* I \ clerk* xho node up weekly delinquency 

■li&t for \ \ desk on 12~$-53+ states she only recalls eeeing 

roueh dr aft whiWT did not indicate to her ii was delinquent* 



] and 



was attached -to rnn$h draft. 



i cannot recaiX whether incpviihg c ommunication 
draft. Stenographic' Supervisor I I 



b6 
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sb#| \ state *ne recollection of the incoming letter 

being attached to fhe rough draft but .state that the, ordinary 
procedure of handling would requ ire that the incoming pom\xunica~ 
tiqn accompany the: r$ugh draft* I \ >did ndi include this matter 

on weekly delinquency list of 18~9~53 giving as his reason therefor 
that, he had dictated oh it 12-7-53. The Domestic Intelligence 
Division does nj>t include on the weakly delinquency list thdse 
delinquent natters which are in tKe stenographic* $001* as the 
Stenographic daily report is used for control over such delinquent 
natters* However * the stenographic daily report does not go to 
Mr* Tolson's office* and Under this system a natfer already • 
delinquent whtin dictated by the supervisor will riot show as 
delinquent on the stenographic report until five days after the 
dictation was received* Thus y it is possible under this, system 
for a natter* to be delinquent and, yet not be carried as such 
under either the stenographic daily report or *M weekly delinquency 
repdrt* . < * 

W* A* Mranigdn* Chiefs E&pionage-Secti6n^ states delay 
in transcription 12-10-53 to 11-24*53 due to special^* including 
;Earry 3>ex tor White case* To relieve stenographic congestion^ 5 
stenographers borrowed for 1 we&k ajid 3 stenograph ore and 1 typist 
borrowed for 1 day by JSspiondge Section*; M ue to unfamiliar ity with 
work such borrowed stenographers are unable to jzake eubstantial 
immediate (effect on backlog,* Three permanent stenographers added 
tp Espionage Section pool 12~l?-$3* during llovember^ 1953^ it, was- 
necessary to divert 390 nan~days, of supervisory tine in Espionage 
Section to spee$al verb And supervisbre contributed $?8 nan-ddye 
of voluntary fivertine* On 12-3-53 E$pipnage Section requested 
three additional supervisors due tp continuing nature of spepidl 
work* On the Marry Bex-ber White ease alone the clerical personnel^ 
including the ethnographers $ worked over 59 workdays outside of 
regular hours * including nights j holidays and week~ends,% 

* "' - It is to be ftoted the primdru cause of this delay was 
two~fold r <> in ihat Stenographer^ } [ was permitted to rough draft 



the dictatidn and the rough draft was inaccurate* 



- 3 
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nECOLWEflDATIONS . 

2# That a letter of censure go forward to Assistant 
Director Belnoni directing' that proper steps be taken to insure 
the nof# c$pe$iti&ajs handling of the work in tfie domestic Tn~ . 
telligence Division* Mr* Ladd* Ur+ Belmont?, and Jt/r* Gl'dvin 
dgree* 



2. Number 1 JMh Sterling B\ Dqnahoe s Espionage 
.Section • ♦ •% censure* ifr. Belmont joints out that, during the 
pertinent period Seption Chief Branigan: paa engaged in, the Barry 
Dexter thite* spe&i^i^ and the handling Pf the stenographic pool 
and delinquency therein thus fell pn the shoulders of dumber* 1 
^an/Donahoq*/ As ifiv BPlrnqnt points ou% Donqhoe; was cognizant . 
of this eniire situation v?hiph did tdke too £on& *a* handle but 
^as a result o-f an abnormal work ^ityiation in the £sptpnaQe 
Section* Ifr^ Belnont f&e£& that Doriafrpp should be censured^ 
Ur^Badd do&s~ not agree$ feeding tb$t Brahigan it asi Section Chief 
should b& censured* Qn the other hafid r ilr+ &lauin .agrees with 
Belnont and Clegg thai? Dpnahqe pe censored* t 



3f« NP actidn is recotifoended as tp Section Ohief 
W%; A* Brctnigan of the Espionage Section* Normally > #£, liould 
recon&end censure for him*' ho&ever s during the- entire pertinent 
period an unusual situation existed in that Brani'gqn was practically, 
divorced frak ihe operations of th& Espionage .Segtfon ahd was, 
engaged personally in a special inv v oivirig Sorry Mxtpr thite*. 
Branigah^s omrtik& on the special during "November aperaged 
nearly six, hours per day* " Uedntohtle^ &w?ib$r 1 : Van Donahpe &tfs 



**• 4 *** 









V * 



•v* *<* * 





running the Espionage Section. Uf+ r .£adc? and Jfiv Glegg feel 
that Bmnigdn should be censured because he still occupied the' 
position of head of the Espionage Section. On the other hand. 
Messrs* leliadnt and Sltxvin feel that in view o/ : the exceptional 
cifcunsiiances, requiring Bran'igan f $ fiil& tfne on other natters, 
he should not to censured* 



4^ That 3 letter Of: censure go forward to | 

-, „ . . l for permitting Stenographer 

J to: subnit a rough draft of the dictation instead of a 

\6d tranSCrivt* Mr* Xadd tftt7V?#S- lfr>- ^^Imhri-h A4hn.rr»a* 



b6 
b7C 



finished ttanscrint. Mr* Za£d agrees. Zfr. Be^nhnt disagrees 
stating^ 1 ~\*doe& riot nprrai??^ all bo rough dr&ftivg* Jn. 

this;case^ becau%e \ | had' zfbrTf on hen books t^at sftg 

could not get off in ti&e to go on her scheduled leqve^ Me \ 
permitted this it en to be Hugh grafted. This was proper r as 
otherwise I ~| mould hdve had* -£& change lief plans for "the 

^scheduled d-epve, and it i&oiiid &ave; tiafrlted an, undue hardship* 
Zfnd^norihaT conditions* ft is possible i^o repyLldte the sfrenbgrdnhers* r V 

^ £}, &3e ^ere not nofmal 
] fiad the sanci$$n of &r+ 



worfr so that this does rio$ hdnneh* bu t these were not no final 



conditions^ 3%e action of [ 



Donqhoe* £h& ^rg responsible fof the stenographic pevZ* 
letter to \ I in ny opinion* i^hot mrraniecT, « Ur 

Glqvin agrees to censure* 



h6 
hlC 



$»- That u letter of censure gb> fori&rita Stenographed 

I r _ \. for her .failure to properly transcribe the; 

dictatidfi of Supervi^or l^ L lasers* Zddd and Belnont. 

agree* &K, Glpvin agrees* 



•^ o '**■ 
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C* Heretofore* the £onesti& Intelligence division has 
not been reporting on it& weekly delinquency list natters tshich 
have been on h^znd in the Division novo than the deadline period 
(deadline i&e days on outside communications t five days, for 
investigative rerorts s and con&unications fron the field)* 
Th& Zozicstic Intelligence livision has been reporting as delinquent 
vn the stenographic delinquency report those Pocunents whitih have 
been in the hands of typists or stenographers nore than fiu& 
days; however j this separate report does not go to the Associate 
Director* Thus? a loophble exists in that the Meekly delinquencu 
report fron the lo&estic Intelligence division has listed only 
those natters, delinquent j\ic% arc in the hands of the super- 
visors and doe& not list t^pae natters which are delinquent 
in the Mvisian but vltj ^e in tho *.ands of stenographers or 
typists* !>♦ Helnont has agr&ed to revine the procedure &nd 
list #11 delinquent natters, starting iwncdiately. Mr? Zadd 
agrees to this* ~lavin agrees* 



#J That the attached nenorandun go fgrvard to all 
Zureau officials and supervisors emphasising the importance qf 
listing delinquencies and pointing hut that the delinquent 
natters are td be considered &s such until they have cleared 
the Pivision^ t£$$r*less of the fact they; nay be in dictation. 
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February 26 1 1954 



PESaONAI, AND CCmwDENTIAL 



ToIsoq « 
Ladd^. 



Nichols - JL . I „. 
Belroonc— _ 

GlaWn, ,.^» .. 

Harbo. 

Roscni _ . ., 

Trac^™^ 

Gearty 

Mohr- 




Viatertfwd ... 

Hollocoan-— . 
Miss Gaudy — 



Ur f Alan H* Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington * V, (?• 



;/toj 



Bear llri Belmont: 







J have reviewed the findings of an inquiry 
recently made in order to determine the causes for the 
unwarranted delay before a communication was transmitted 
tp the White Mouse pursuant to -a request received by the- 
Liaison Seaiion of your division in the Jay Lovestone 
cas6 and J note that the liaison agent mho received the:, 
request delayed overnight before advising the Espionage 
Section of the matter and his confirmatory memorandum 
did not reach your office until the morning of the 
second day following receipt of the White Home call.. 

This matter was handled in a very miserable 
fashion and j want you to immediately examine the ad- 
ministrative procedures in your division in order to 
make certain that such matters are handled properly in 
the future and delays such as occurred in this instance 
are avoided* 



.& 



Very truly yours 9 

John Sdgar Hoover 
Director 



ffi/'S&Z** (Person Attention) f fe-^fef^j 



maiu*i9S4 




l^sr mil? 



' *i s 



.«< 











t> 



Mr j. Xolson 



2/18/54 
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R. T. Itarbo 
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IfesjoraricJurt dotted 2/13/54 from. V* A. Brcnjgan to 
Mr. Belmont attached a letter -to the Manor able Sherman Adams- 
'confirvting oral information furnished him on 2/8/54 to the 
effect ^he ndjae of Philip Sullivan appearing, in <£ communication, 
to Mr. Adams under date of 1/27/54. was to b& changed* to Samuel 
Berger: Administrative action as to the- erfror in the communi- 
cation of 1/27/54 has been, handled s&paratiely. Mr. Holloman 
inquired as to the reason for the delay ffpm 2/8/54 - 2/12/54 
in preparing the confirmation for Mr* Adams* 



Chronology 
■2/&/S4 



2/9/54 



2/19/54' 



Tolsoa. 



NtchoU^. 
Belooat— 

GUria 




ft. R% Roach, Liaison Section^, reoqitied request 
fdr confirmation- from Shemhari Adams .at apprpxi- 
lately- 5:30- or 6 PMt ■ ' „ V * " 

Roach orally advi&ed W. A? Branegan* Chief,, 
Espionage Section, between 9 and, 10 AM that 
Mr. Adams desired ~a written confirmation of the 
information orally furnished &y Roach on, 2/8/54. 
Bjranigtin requested. Roach, to. 'submit « memorandums 
on^r. Adams' requdst sb^hdt the 1 appropriate Bureau 
6fficialJ3 could note thereon pny comments regarding 
furnishing the &Htteh confirmation to Mr* Adams. 
Roach dictated a memorandum frojaMr. &cay to 
Mr? Belmont at approximately 3 PM» 

The memorandum from Mr. Keay to M r . Belmont bearing 
the date- of 2/10/54, which was dictated by poach on 
2/9/54, ioas placed on. Roach's desk at, about 9:30 AM 
and Roach states it left his desk immediately there- 
after. V. p i Kedy, Chief* Hatson Section, recalls 
the memorandum gut not the time 6 f day it was- 
•handled by 'him* Mjr.Xeay -gttftesf normally the 
memorandum would have reached his desk within 
20. viinutes after being forwarded by Roach, and, 
that he would have cleared it within, another 30 
minutes or less. Thus, the memorandum- should 
have Jbleared Mr. Kedy's desk no later than 10:30 AM. 



lioterrowd 
Xtle. Room 
Hollomsa*-. 
.Miss Gsady 
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ment 
Mr. Gfavin, 
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3/11/54 "■ Thb nemorandum from Mr* ^aay to Mr* Belmont^ 
prepared by M r* Boadh 3 izas date stamped in ' 
ifr> Belmont f s office at 10*01 AU+ Vopjr of 
this memorand um axis referr ed by Jf # A* Branigan 
to Supervisor I I shortly after Si 10 ?U 

for preparation of the^ letter of confirmation 
to Mr* Adams. "■ - " 

2/12/54 Letter of confirmation t o Ur*> A ditms placed on 

W* A* Branigan's desk bv I \ in the morning 

and^serit to &r\ Belmont f 9 office. : Mjr* Bmhigan 
state? the letter was returned By ifcv Belmont 
or M r* £adp with the request thaf a separate, 
cover memorandum also JbM prdpdred s , which tfa& 
done. Qover memorandum dated: 2/12/54 from F» A* 
Branigdn to &r* Belmont mith confiscation letter 
to Mr* Adam§ attached ioas thereafter received 
as follQw&i Mr,*: Belmont ~ 2:54 JP&; #z% Ladd - 
3*37 PIT; u r4. Tol^on's office ~< 4:42 Pff) Director's 
' office ~ 5:34 Ptth * - 
- . ■» ^ 

Conclusion: - t 

There wits a delay of appr&xinqteZy 24 hours from the 
time the memorandum left, Urj* Beach's desk at approximately Q:$Q Aily 
2/10/54 until dbte stamped in Mr* Bcimbnt 1 ? office it 10:01 Atf s . 
2/11/54 f ¥v* £eay re call d handling the: memorandum but not the > 
time or' date* Since- there is no date $;tamp prior to £6:01 4*<* 
2/X1/54 at M rd BelmPnth, office^ it is not possible ta ascertain 
the cause of the delay .from the tine the memorandum, le ft Ur* 
keay's, office oh 2/XQ/54 until it ibtis date stamped into Mr. * 
Belmont's tiff ice at: 10:01 AU r 2/1X/54* Top much tim $ however > 
elapsed in handling this matter. 

'Becomrdendntioh! ~ ,.■".- 

(l)y s Upervispr Bdlph R* tfoaphj is the primary: 
.offender in that he did not communicate the request for? the 
borifirjn&tion from Sherman, Adams ta %* 4, Branigan until between 
9 and 10 AM of th? following day, and, did not have a finished 
memorandum of Adams 1 request prepared as instructed by Branigan 
until 9 t 30 A% 2/l0/54f the* $&cbn& day after he received the 
request for the confirmation from Sherman Adams* fheref^e;. 
a letter of censure ip recommended, for Supervisor Roach* 



~ £ - 



A" 



tf .■.:., b 



(2) Inspector; £. p * £ eay s as chief 0/ the %iai?on 
Section , is responsible for not having his sectidn properly 
organised to more expeditiously process such matters* Censure 
is reoovmqndpd for Inspector Keay< 



(3) , It is farther rfiQdniianded th&t a: letter go fofth 
to Assistant ^Irtcior A, t u M Belmont instructing him to immediately 
examine the administrative procedures in ifye domestic Xntfitlligjtn.ee 
Mvision to insure thai? such natters are handled properly in the 
jhtufe* • - * 



t^- 



pgnmnmy irniEFa op s^snyisoR mmi b* roachi Aim mspsvTQs 

Y* £♦ &J2AX ABE AWAC18I). i . - , 
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OFFICE MEMORANDUM 



i 



TO 
PROM 



Mr., Glavin 
H, L. Edwards 



# 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
DATE: February 25, 19^ 

ho 
b7C 



SUBJECT : SA[ 



The attached jaemoranduni from Mr* Belmont to Mr*, ^add, 2-2lf-5^y reflects 
on 2-l5-5>i> John B. Briggs., attorney fbr Felix August I nslerman, ^subject of 
2Jan Internal Security case, told the Albany Office, that Inslerraan desired to 
Q talk to the £j3l in thQ presence of his attorney. v n, the same date, Albany 
^advised tha Burefau that scheduled oneeting' was set for £-16-51}., to accept 
Ssuch information as Ihslerman had to offer in attorney ,s presence, and further 
►^letsdleid interviews with Inslerraan wouid be scheduled, without his attorney 
gb^ing present. * Interview was* conducted 2-^6-54 in presence of attorney. '* 
Albany teletype 2~17-5ta ajdvlsfed detailed interviews with, ^nslerman would 
ayegiri 2-18^4, Uut attorney insisted onbeing 1 present uh& unless adyised to , 
%he contrary by the ^ureaii interview, would be Conducted w ith attorney 
present. The Domestic Intelligence Pivisibnv took no action to eliminate- the ' 
attorhey from the interviews beginning on 2-l8-5lf, until instruEct<ed t.a do so 
by the Biredtor on/ the morning of 2-l8-51f. Interviews were conducted on b6 
2-18 and 19-5*1- without attorney. ' , . " b?c 



A 



Albany division 

(Senior Resident Agent * Schenectady) 

EOD lo-5-ij2 

GS-13, 18360 = * 

^on-Veteran \ ; j 

Not bri Probation \ iM fm ^ * J v& * 




On 2-l6-^l|., Inslermah ! s attorney turne.d -oyer* to. SA[ 



1 a letter 

reportedly written ^y Whit taker Chamber s in 193§> mentioning the Attorney 
General, the President, State ^epavtmQnt, and o&iersr. The Bureau was nat 
advised of the existence of this letter until 2-19-51}*. SA I I Has ex- 
plained that Insle^man T s espionage activities covered ,a period of 15 to 18 
years, and were being developed in order Xj fashion and chronplogical order, 
and as instant "letter relate d, to his d efection it would be covered near th,e 
e*id of his story, fchcmef ore T I ~l did not include it in his earlier b6 
correspondence vwith. tha %reau. . " * , b?c 

YovL will recall that on 2-19-5^ Roy Cohn<, Chief Counsel for- the McCarthy 
Committee, reported to Mr. lN ichc>ls* that Bureau Agervts ha d promised a copy of 
instant letter tq Inslerinan or his attorney, arid that SA I I made a 
statement tfl the W.*™**^ ^ >}i ft ^rr^at. "Take it eaav. voti'll get a copy of 

the letter. 1 SAs. l 

| I whp, interviewed Insle*man, state that rip promises were made 
the effect thkt a co py of' the l etter would be made ayailabl^eto the subject 
or his attorhey. SA | \ dpnied that he tqTd. Briggs, the attorney, ;or 
anyone else to,* JI Take it e asv^ you* II get a copy of the letter* Attorney 
Briggs also denied that SA | | had promised him a copy.. 

Attachement r/^ 

CO: JHT^pXyoht^r Mr. Harbo 



and 
to 



NEMctinp 



Copy 68 
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Whit taker Chambers was interviewed on 2-2Q-$l\. 9 regarding Inslermah's 
letter which was turned over to the Albany Office and the domestic Intelli- 
gence. Division is preparing a detailed iriemorandUm setting v forth the results 
Vf this inter view ♦ The Domestic Intelligence Pi vis ion has recommended that 
SA, | | be censured for -Ms failure to promptly advise, the Bureau of 
$he existence of the Inslerman letter ♦ Mr, Belmont ajad Mr. Boardman concurred 



RECOMMENDATIONS ,0F. THE" ADMINISTRATIVE' -DIVISION t 
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^ (IV ?hat SA[ 



] of„ the/Albany Division, be censured for his delay 



from 2^l6-5lj. to 2-19-51}.* in advising the Bureau of his receipt of the 
Tnslerman letter. J 

GLAVlfr'S NOTATION, "I AGREE." G. ?-?&-^ 

« MOHR'S ROTATION; "I AGREE. 11 * M. 2-26-51). 

TOLSQN'S NOTATION, !, I AGREE.* 1 T. 2-.28-54 

HOLLOMAN'S NOTATION, "I AGREE." H. 3-1-5^ * 

~ DIRXS NOTATION, n YES." H. * ~ . ~ * , 



* (2) %at Assistant -^ireptbr B elmoh£ be censured for the failure of 
the Domestic Intelligence; Division to immediately take, steps,. -upon receipt 
*of the Albariy teletype dated 2-17-^if>; to see to it that Ihslermari 1 ^ .attorney 
^ciuld "hot be^ present during, any subsequent interviews. 

* • GLAyiit'S ^TATION,. "I AGREE..-' 1 G:. 2-26^ -"'.." 

-, .MOHRKSNO^AEtONi , "I AGREE. »-M, 2-26-£l|. "_ .-*... •. 

TOLSON'.S NOTATION,. "I SEE KLNEED Ip BO .T&IS." T. Z-2§-%\ 

DtR IS --NOTATION, "I EONCUR." H* 

'" HOLLOMAN'S .NOTATION, "I ASREE.'-'- H. 3.-3>5k 

A PERMANENT BRIEF OF" THE PERSONNEL PILE OP SA I 1 IS ATTAQHEDi- 
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liar oh 9, 1954 



W 



Tolsoo 
Ud<L 

Bejmpot — «-, 

Glariru— *-*^ 

H>,lfaO.-_^r^, 

Rosea * -,,.»»,--»■ 

Mohc ....-_.y L .« 
VVioterrowd^— 
Tele. RooA-_J 

Gaod/** 






Personal and Confidential 



f 



/ 






Afr^ A Jan. #♦. 'Belmont 

federal Bureau of • Investigation 

Washington^ D,- C* 




Dear Belmont ; 



W- «*«i*Kif»t»«^ 



J certainly want io tell you of 
my pleasure with the highly commendable , 
over-all handling of the matter involving 
the Rationalist Party jof Puerto Rico and 
with your noteworthy supervision of the 
project* 

You discharged your numerous 
and heavy l respon£ib%\itie& w0h remarkable- 
competence A particularly in view of yqur 
return to duty from an illness. I am truly 
appreciative of your service s r which were 
ih*aGAord&nce with the Bureau's highest 
traditions-.' 



imtrkpj 



Sincerely yours, 



Salutation, per Keadi^ ^ 



maIEETTT 









vm o - 1S54 i 



■rtf*'*V 
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Qpttf MemoraiCSum • united state^overnment 



TO 



Iffii BOARDMAN 



**°« * jti ff. B 




)ATB:Jfrl 



daM: Mar oh 8j 



SUBJECT 



NATIONALIST PARTY OF PUERTO RICO (NPPR) 
INTERNAL SECURITY - N ' 








Hollo***. 
SilOO.- 



X /eel thai the Wew YorkfandMhicago [offices did an 
excellent job in carrying out the program of * serving subpoenas 
on members of the NPPR on the morning of March 8 . 

In New Yprlff I know for a fact that not only SAO 
Kelly > but all of the ASAOsy partook in the planning^ organiza- 
tion and conferences leading up io the successful handling of 
His matter and due to the : number of subjects involved and their 
nature^ the matter did fequi re most careful planning. This 
matter ^.rec.elved/'Otitotf on 'ai New York late into the- night j 
\slast we^k particularly j and the last few- days and also on 
^^Saturddy^ antjf jSufiday. -' On Sunday afternoon the office held, 
a corifeYenc^^tth the Agents who were to be assigned to this 
master *> ^h&*M$othhess with* 'which this went off is the best 
I l gauge ;of$h£~caf$ful T planning and. attention given to the entire 
l*^matter by^New^Yonk. New York is still attempting to locate 

k\ certain individuals who they kn,ew, would be unavailable today 
* for serving and will continue their effort Sj bui.this'^in no 
^ taqy detra&t^from the spleridid efforts they*put forth^and the 
ti results achfkved* *-» • 



'3^ 



•? 



IFhile the Chicago Office had a lesser problej&j there 
too the same^ degree of attention was afforded thi}s matter by 
SAG Banistefstpersonally, and it is apparent that a-great deal of 
time end ^effqjrt was devoted to the matter in order that the proper 
results would be achieved* 

fr ' . *? 

•Sbmariy' Agents took part in this maneuver that if 
is simply impossible to oohgratulate then all,, except through 
the SAG* "''''' V ' - ' 



RECOMMENDATION i 



"' 3 recommend thai, ihe.se offices be. obngraitafated by //Lf 
lette9&.to tfeJSACa* wHi'bh ^letters ,shouid aleS •e&jPfSSa the '■ 
appreciation oftfthe Director for the de'votilonlt'b duty aV*' splendid 
eff orjt phb fart ff46ju the part of all personnel in those \Qf , JQdes& 



^'Z- 



i "'ft 

i * 

00 - Administrative Division 
AHBstlo 



i . 



riA*MH 



-tiW*H 



M u m Mmo ^m 




^ 











iimonMDuu torus, boardman 



'/ 



/ 



The same situation is true here at the Seat of Government. 
There were a considerable number of Supervisors involved 
who gave iinstintingly of their t t ivte and effort. In addition^ 
the entire Front Office of the Division took a personal interest 
in the matter* We have previously sent up a memorandum calling 
attention to the fact that a number of Supervisors worked all 
night and recommending letters of commendation to themj 
together with a letter of commendation for Section Chief 
Baiimgdrdnerj who riot only worked all night on occasion but 
gave his attention to this matter until the late hours of the 
night practically every night, last week. I think our previous 
recommendation will suffice here at the Seat of Government. 



4^ 



|Jt^UfLuv^*- 



***m^>S 



S*nXU> 



X%us 



\ 



--r^ 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



« Iffi. TOLSON 



from t j. p. JfOfiB 




DATE: 



3/15/54 



I) 



SUBJECT : /j 

The Director has inquired as to whether a letter of com- 
mendation was sent to Mr. Belmont for his work on the Nationalist 
Party of Puerto Rico case. 

There is attached a memorandum dated March 8 y 1954^ wherein 
Mr. Boardman recommended Mr .Belmont for this letter of commendation 
and the Director stated^ n I concur in all of the above. Belmont 
did an outstanding job particularly returning as he did from an 
illness. '* 

A letter of commendation went to Mr. Belmont under date of 
March 9 S 195£ and a tickler copy is attached. 




WitsGtndy- 



"JPM-DW 




^f» 



i r MAR22!954 





67* 



WL&4-+&M . 



ScareiMd /.Jj£ ."„, 

Numbered 



*—Mmm* 



11 MAR 17 1954 
mm. man &" mraniiiiM 







6r- 
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^pw,-^-^ >^ . -" " ' " ^agyy, ^ 
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FROM t 
SUBJECT: 



* ! 

/ # 






p0* 



I \ C ^m A - " J -> 1 * * * ,l ** * ? 















i';I io jive c *y*T £ncrc*rrc; f; 
IT". :>!-;-% 






/• ?*' 



*- '-;ti_ 



s?v*W'' " - i^e 



'- /jJ; ., If-, -V V 2i!r> ^*« no- T-t ciiji'Jte /or another 



Mt 




l_tt H. / g?//..^ y/ 



3-8 



.«. *r 







//W^ rJ&jt-*" *'** 












n . <- 






'■ J 



J «l£ 



ii*' 



; • i»" 



@©C$88 




'^/^ 






-j;\ ^ 







wm*^****^ 









PM.ui ii ,.pjt»cpwaw*g 



Vf» 




Ifay 12, 29S4 . 



PER£ 



■mat. Ann ooit^pNTiAL 





Dear tfr* "JBe2non£*' '•-..' 

tioria furnished, regarding ^ e .Jt n Tn/iJ^ with respect to- three 

se.curit}} informants oftte J»JJJ"^onol *»««**«. kw*W , 
danger o/ Aeii* japo«g J» 5wtt$£**o» M this delinquency., - 
and there appears to be *!^Sfe o> -the Detroit Office^ on 
In the firet place *J;*2*ijS?ioM/ww received in your 

'fau'Stt sot «& *»*■• »** a^ -* 

gr.osvlU excessive* .-* -jz - ■ 

Furtherno^ l^e ^^m^^^^ 
teletype m > »#*«&* ** ^S^^^&TSJ* *'*. 

2a*iW*orff re*80fl>xhv ^ l - a J^iklel Ind forward %e same, , 
rfsl/ved and the f/f^^^fLcSr^ ^4°*% ^f 
day it ws received in the JgWg te22 . es % e ct%,o&to see 
of this nature are, *W \EtnT «» - ^ ^ ^ 

to «**ho* *ftey do not recur. - . 



J. Edgar ?<xq^^ - , k„ . . ^ 






La4<J, — *&~- 
NicfaoU« — - 

Rosen «^-*e-- - 
Tftacy^.,... 
Moltf *,_.„, »- 

TfOCtCfy,. _,. r 

Viotcnuwd «. 

Tctc. Roots « 7 

MUs, G*tity~ 



PC: 
ML 



Mr. Boardma 









X.'. 



^ 






•COMM-FBIxv 



MAltED3i 



^ 




John Ed&v Bobver* w ^ 



#* 
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O/fe* Memorandum • united states government ] 



T» 



FROM » 



SUBJECT 




Best Copy Avaiiabe 



DATE: 



?.■-**/; 







a 



ATa 






Mr * 

Mr * «** 

Mr S . ..♦ - 

M J - «• •> 

J*f * »* 

Mf B -e- 
»> . «. - 
Mr 1 . 
Mr, M«.*v 

tele R-tote 
Mr H^.iofWft 



r >/ at- v.. 



7 "» ,* 

' 9 *■ • 






* i. -a • 



t' 



■• ^* 



*-\ /if u- *j '• **:; * 



- f/ 



> 7.-:. ^i;i l r . x. , 






* «, * 



/r. 












•irtit c.-tfc* s*->»: » £•* f-f^ yitv -< ?n* t t- tar 



t -V V- 



*2*+ J 



- ,*h 



fact the last • .ei * >/ ^^ >fro** teletjpe a*o*ed that ^P^j^^ -* 




7»^ f r'I' «* '•*n' tfr* rj^noranium on 



*5*»^rt 1?' * $ c / 



j;j.*j -^ r - Ate" 'i 









* ->r v*" 



n; 5 *^ rtjtt 



4. Si .- 



of^io^. I wis** to alvlQ'* thi^ t 



)* this matter 
\**mor.i . r*^ in au*stio* 






*:iWboTi*s Of/icf c+ \ 



fc. • * 



*. *-a v y ^ 



n-i-a-r-ap". to /\.r** 9 ' t a iaafs /or tA- -i;-t tor's ^westjo-to ai^ft- 

Wot th> n 4 > .-to- i«.«ji ^* ^-^" s * 3 ^."^ *? t V-/"Vx*' <a . i . * e "'.V; 

lent ths nwrzndm to i'r. M^* .'. a '/**-w. »■ '* " .^-f ^' " <7f ,; £n ^» 
i ; ^orarAnyw'bf urgent, in.'itiaUJ it for yju an t ^ > rousted iv mtn 



: ': : J^k:h'^ 



\ 
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"**" -*— . wi i m,,. 
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a 



»r. *li„«, *-.«««»* *»J« «.« urge W%9**%»9 f '^faVHh, 

/or the Director.' a Off. ice . ?2 .«?.*■?»! ^- - - .-•«-*-- — , 

seen it* +v- n 

and « Sai riwtlKxl »«" ot 5:f P-*- on Lay 5. m „ - 

Tatter mith llr. Clayton thn-eafter to d **|™. t et u cleared and 

Told it overnight for »»»•'*« *< *°% a ?ion "it* «r. ff""?," ",, '?,!^ 
Jfr. Woyton reminded *« o/ *?« "^"'j'J f the fact that Ur. Uolloman 
tta. ».'•{»**• ■£« ' *j: "&.,£*£ '*&* /ou and «. Director 
\ZUZ»T^o\a C lr a :otaytoTle M «Z* Hold i* for you. 

Ton .ill recall *•* ^Jf ^^1^?^ 

Zl sent all the Serial he had eent up xnci »£„»*„„. r n<3 aspjaxns 

Jr. Clayton at 21:49 a.m. Jfay 6, 1954. 

X thin* that the whole ^^S^LSS;^ S°~It° 
.there .KJ3 an initial delay in *«»«*"* later than Monday, May 3, 
certainly should have been prepared no ^*£ f J o //ice on that date. 
■■iSK and it should have been *n f %£* r *°™ mino teletype as early 
in. Belmont's Office had a c %H,/ f a T d tlere »aS »o reason why the 
fii Saturday morning, Jftw I, ^^f^en collected and ready to 
.information necessary . cou2d .™?,, ™* receipt of the Director's m- 
' dictate a memorandum «*"*£* rfy »JJ" ^%5 ot ^ e original ;/«• 
auiry on Monday, %/, 2 ?/ 4 ' p JL^'s Office on May 3 at 10:35 a.m. 
teletuoe was received m J/r. Joardnan * W tu 2 :12 p.m. on May 3. 

IndJaZnot received in Mr .Belmont '« W£J ^ on UB / i2 Thursday, 
It was not received in the In tej >na; IS* '^J J 5een deIay in pushtng 
May 4, 1954 at 8:59 am ** £« •• to fee ta*en 

ithis thing down the ^'^"^Zing the memorandum prepared and 

tfn.er the circumstances, I "«»"«"' ■ *»«* l.ittr a o/^J"" 
go forward to Messrs. Boardman, Jel»ont and | ^ 1 deIay t 

Lair*. Bo«rd««n and Jeljo nt shou Id *J ££« fl „/ a memorandum jn. tfce 

&J^^ ^^^^ W^nr ana it „ 

™ -l~ j,^«o hrm do it over. 



■S-«1BWE«J,-B<I 



n 



P necessa^ to ha,; him do 






0. 



a 



vA CW-i*aH,f4,«l*:? 



-j 



1 



•b6 

b7C 



It is recommended that Messrs. Boardman, Belmont and 
receive letters of censure in accordance with the 



above. 



d? 



&4rfir**^» 



^^€1- 



y,v 



X d.d m*+ ^ r "- 4 ^r^ 

l».t-i «"/ 



r» /« I' 4 " '" htJ i 
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Office Memorandum • 



£ 



^, 



TO 



FROM r 



SUBJECT: 



The Director 

L. V. Boardman y* T\ 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT r^AkO 



datbi May 7, 



xCUSE CCmiTTBE OF UU-AMERICh*! ACTIVITIES 
DETRCIT HEARINGS BEGINNING 
If AY 3> 1954 




Roots. 
Ho1Iocmo_ 



of ernnSXH y ° Ur lnstr ^ticns 3 1 am. zubnitttina a vie^orandum 

%.t^J ^^jn concerning the delay in handling an urgent teletype 
fro* the Detroit Office dated April 30, 1954. "Attached are J 

f/av a 7 lTi m °:Z da rr . e ^:t d . b « t' r - *««^ M r and ."r. Mohr dated 
**ay f, I954j concerning this natter. - 



of the original 




An examination 
received by vc* frnm H r . Tolson 's Office 
and did not teach Mr. R»lmm+.'*> Office u 
I haTT^ls cussed this r>a t TcT^VSht^^ 
that his practice a^Hhat time was, en 
Director, to immediately notify th» Divi 
en tic Director's nSTntirt and instruct 
S A l Z °1 paper U normally placed on said 
thai the Division in question, was advise 
specifically recall thai Belmont *s Divis 



item of -tail, b+t feels tfrnt 




Particular 

that when I observed this teletype* th» 
aavised," in the handprinting * Mr. Sea 



teletype reflects that it toas 
on M&LJU. M P. r ^aiu^ai^iO.: ££ A..V 
nUlT^7r2 P.>: % Mau. 3f l9s£T ~ 
atterdatjj uh points cut "~ 
bserving a notation of the 
sion required to take* ccii n 
expedite handling. A 3 r 5 
oommunio ition to th# effect 
d. M7\ Sizoo does not 
ion ras caller* on this 



it u*cs. 
re kqq a 
tterday. 



It is ~iy 
na+azii, n 



recc "leciicn 



u 



Sisoo 



f 



, t* 



optnirn fndVt !?» ° k" * r S"* admiR ^c*iue procedure in ir.y 
oilmen j and h ,s since been discontinued with ih e instruction +h,i+ 

aZTnV'l J*;W t t±endan , Ce -* the ^cutivesbr^frVZe^ 
be i^edltlll A„T Gb J ei l c « S or ^ reason, i\ece matters are to 
oe \«nedv tely sent out of my office, h'r. o c attpr*- , *<■ y- rt *,,>! 
appropriate mictions and subsequently advise nl lantern inn £1 

ill?™??"* ° f Sai L™ iU X ^ el **«* **«* colnunicZTon/ "ndoth'rs 
fe? ! en / e ™!* 4ecf t0 r ™ ai " *« *V office for t,o Ion' a r^Udif 
\\tme ana I » t'*,ng drastic steps to eliminate any sacn titclenr^s 




iurir.g his absence to frvsJL^de the s 
attachment 



> >U*H KrvS.;, 



Itf**, 



V 



V* 



Wu 






Sd 



SENT DIRECTOR 



^ A** 



w w a ww ^i ^a^ wwa ifed^jdiais^artg;-^ 



< a *im<***mmnwr^*pmiitpi.*mtMii! m t W 
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I* fa recommended that Messrs. Belmont I 1 „ .. 




-•^ 




7v^ Hvdrt 

r/tofryf. 
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- 2 - 



r*-*r «»-.■■ 




(0; 



CC-i 



RECEIPT FOR GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



rf/^/lfr 



, returned 

- I certify that I have xexsaLxtsd: the following 

Government property for official use: 

Manual # 16 — Handbook for Personnel Assistants 
and Counselors. ' > 



*^ 



SEAD 

The Government property which you hereby acknowledge 
is charged to you and you, are responsible for taking 
care of it and returning it when its use has been 
completed. DO NOT MARK OR WRITE ON IT OR MUTILATE IT 
IN ANY WAY. 



&*»ie«4 




a 



March 2&, 1954 



ORGANIZATIONS DESIGNATED BY %HE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE 
UNITED STATES PURSUANT TO EXECUTIVE ORDER 10450. 



Abraham Lincoln Brigade 

Abraham Lincoln School^ Chicago, Illinois 

Action Committee to Free Spain Now 

Alabama People *s Educational Association (See Communist 

Political Association) 
American Association for Reconstruction in Yugoslavia, Inc. 
American Branch of the Federation of Greek Maritime Unions 
American Christian Nationalist Party 

American Committee for European Workers ' Relief (See Socialist 
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born Workers Party) 
American Committee for the Settlement of Jews in Birobidjan^ Ind f . 
American Committee for Spanish Freedom ; ~ "** 

American Committee to Survey Labor Conditions in EuYope 
American Committee for Yugoslav Reliefs Inc. 
American Council for a Democratic Greece^ formerly known as 

the Greek American Council; Greek American Committee 

for National Unity ' 

American Council on Soviet Relations * * - 

American Croatian Congress * ^ 

American Jewish Labor Council * - ~ r 

American League Against War and Fascism - * v * * 

American League for Peace arid 1 Democracy 
American Lithuanian Workers Literary Association (also known 

as Amerikos Lietuviu Darbininku Literaturos Draugija)* 
American National Labor Party 
American National Socialist League 
American National Socialist Party 

American Nationalist Party ^ ~ 

American Patriots^ Inc. 
American Peace Crusade 
American Peace Mobilisation 
American Poles for Peace 
American Polish League 
American Polish Labor Council 
American Rescue Ship Mission (a project of the United 

American Spanish Aid Committee) 
American-Russian Fraternal Society 
American Russian Institute^ New Yorkj also known as the 

American Russian Institute for ^Cultural Relations with 

the Soviet Union 
American Russian Institutes Philadelphia 
American Russian Institute of* Sdn Francisco 
American Russian Institute of Southern California^ fios Angeles 



Q 



D 



American Slav Congress 

American Women for Peace 

American Youth Cpngress * , r ; ~ * 

American Youth for Democracy , r t , « 

Armenian Progressive League^ of America 

Associated Klans* of America 

Association of Georgia Klans . . , , - , ,. . * , 

Association of German Nationals (Reichsdeutsche VefeihigiingJ 

Association of Lithuanian Workers . 

(also known, as <Li£$uviu DarbininkuSusivienijimas) /r 

Ausland~Orgdnization der NSDAP* Overseas Branch of Nasi 'Party 
Baltimore Forum , ^ 

Black Dragon. Society. ' , . * • , 

Boston School for Marxist Studies^ Boston* Massachusetts 
Bulgarian -American People *s League of the United States :of 

America, * *.*.... 

5ridge3-J?o6>r*son-5cftTO^d^ Defense Committee 
California Emergency Defense Cojnmitfoe 
"California Labpr School j JTnc»> 351 Divisddero Street, 

Sari Francisco j* California - .\ * ; = 

Carpatkd-Russian P K eople f s Society l 

Central Council *&f American Jifomen of ^Croatian Descent r 
* ^llso knowri as ^Central *C6uncfX of American Croatian Women j t 

National Council of Croatian Women, . 

Central Japanese Association (Beikoku. Chuo Nippon-jSn. Kai) 
Central Japanese Association of Southern California^ 
Central Organisation of the German-American National 

Alliance ( 'Deutsche- Amerikanische Einheitsfront) 
Cervantes Fraternal .Society; ^ . ■ ; 

China Welfare Appeal, Inc. 

Chopin Cultural Center . 

Citizens Committee to Free Earl Browder 

for Harry Bridges m ■ ; ^ - 

of the Upper West Side :i {New York jCityJ 
Defense Conference 
Protective League , ■ - . 

Congress and its affiliated organizations*^ 



>T 'i 



Committee 
Committee 
Emergency 



Citizens 
Citizens 
Citizens 
Citizens 
Civil Rights 
including : 

Civil Rights Congress for Texas 

Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights " 

Congress of New York 
Columbians \ , 

Comite Coordinador Pro Republica Espanola* 
Committee to Aid the Fighting^ S>,oitth 
Committee for. Constitutional fad Political Freedom, , 
Committee to Defend Marie Si chords on 
Committee for the Defense of the Pitts bur gh^tx 
Committee for a Democratic Far Eastern Policy 
Committee— f 'or ^National-is i-t~ Action-^— ^ - ■ . , . . — ^ — ^ 
Committee for the Negro iri the Arts . 

Committee for Peace and Brotherhood Festival in Philadelphia 
Committee for the Protection of the Bill of Rights 
Committee to' Uphold the Bill of Rights 

- 2 - 
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Committee* for World .Youth Friendship and s Cultural Exchange 

Commonwealth College * ifena* Arkansas 

Communist Party* U. S. A.* its subdivisions* subsidiaries 

and affiliates* / 

Communist Political Association* its subdivisions* subsidiaries, 

and affiliates* includingY - * t - , " ^ 

Alabama People's Educational Association 
Florida Press and Educational League 

Oklahoma League for Political Education * ^ 

People*s Educational and Press Association of Texas 
Virginia League for People f s Education 
Congress of American Revolutionary Writers 
Congress of American Women 

Connecticut Committee to Aid Victims of* the Smith Act- 
Connecticut State Youth 'Conference* 
Council $n, African Affairs. 
Council of Creek Americans 
Council for Jobs* Relief and Housing 
Council f or Panr America ji Democracy 

Croatian Benevolent Fraternity J * '**- " ^ ;s 

Dai Nippon Butoku Kai '(Military Virtue Society of Japan ^ *-* 

or Military Art Society* of Japan) - ^ 

Daily Worker Press' Club " ' , ' - * 

Daniels Defense Committee *- * v -" -- " 

Dante Alighieri Society (between 1935 dnd 1940 v - l 

Dennis Defense Committee ' * *• J ' *" ~" * * 

Detroit Youth Assembly 1 , ~ m ' * * > 

Emergency Conference to Save Spanish Refugees (founding ; - - 

fiody 0/ tfte North American SpanVsh Aid Committee) 
Families, of the Baltimore Smith Act Victims* \ 
Families of the Smith Act Victims r % * 

Fede,rafion of Italian War Veferans-in the V. S. 4>, ~Tric # ^ 

(Associazione >Naziohale Corhba'ttenti Ztalid'ni* / 
Federazione degli Staii Uniti d f Americd) *' _/'*. 

Finnish-^ericfln Mutual- Aid Society ^ * > 

Florida Pre'stf and Educational Leagiie (See Communist^ 

Political Association)/ \ \ \ 
Frederick Douglass Educational Center 
Freedom Stage* Inc., * 

Friends of the New Germany (Freunde des Neueh Deutschldnds) 
Friends of the Soviet Union 
Garibaldi American Fraternal Society 
George Washington Carver School^ New York City 
German-American Bund (Amerikadeuischer Volksbund) 
German-American Republican -League 
German- American Vocational League' (Deutsche-Amerikqnische 

Berufsgemeinschaft) ' - 

Harlem Trade Union Council 
Hawaii Civil Liberties Committee 
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Heimuska Kai, also known : as Nokubei Heieki GimusKa Kaif 

Zaibel Nihonjih, Heiyaku Gimusha, Kai, and Zaibei Heijnusha 1 . 

Kai {Japanese res^ding^in America Military Conscripts 

Association) r I_ 

EelTenic^American Brotherhood ^ ~ \ 

Einod'e Kai (imperial Japanese Reservists) ' -^ 

Hinomaru Kai (Rising Sun Flag. Society ?- a group ^.Japanese 

War ^Veterans) v _ '- * : 

Hokubei Zaigb Shoke San (North American Reserve Officers 

Association) .* „ " 

Hollywood writers Mobilisation for Defease , .* 

&ungarian-American~ Council for Democracy 
Hungarian Brotherhood 
independent ^Socialist League 

Industrial Workers of the* World" . ^ !,,-,. 

International LaSor Defense '*._'"*_ 

International Worker's Order, its subdivisions^, subsidiaries ^ 

and affiliates , * - 

Japanese Association of America ^ _ , ,. . - A 

Japanese Overseas^ Central Society (Kaigai Dobo Chuo Kai) _ 
Japanese Opevseas Convention, Tokyo,* Japan, fp'4p t .....*.- 
Japanese Protective Association (Recruiting r Organysdtioh)r „ 
Jefferson School of Social Science, New Xork.City -^ 
Jewisfi Culture Society **. 

Jewish People f s Committee- 
Jewish People's Fraternal Order 
Jikyoku Iinkai (The Committee for the Crises) 
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee/ Committee. - " ' , 

Joint Council of ^Progressive ZiaLiqn^Ameficans, Jnp^ 
Joseph Weydemeyer jSchool of Social Science, St. Louis,, 

Missouri * , . 

Kibei Seinen Kai (Assocjatyoji of 0V S. Citizens of Japanese 

Ancestry who have returned to America after studying in Japan) 
Knights of the Y/hite Camellia . , ' i 

Ku Kliix Klan , 

Kyffhaeuser, also known as Kyffhaeuser, {League (Kyffhaeuser. . 

Bund), Kyffhaeuser Fellowship (KyffhaeUser Kameradschaft X\ 
Kyffhaeuser War Relief (Kyffhaeuser jKriegshilfsiberk) 
Labor Council for Negro Rights "^ % * ' \ 

Labor*:Re search Asspciatibi},. Inc% * ' ? ' "~ 

'Labor Youth League ^ > . 

League of American Writers ^ • - _ h , , 

Lictor Society (Italian Black ^Shirts) 
Macedonian-American People f e, League 
Mario Morgantini Circle \ ,* 

Maritime Labor , Committee, to Defend *A1 Ldnnori * 
Massachusetts Minute Women for Peati? 
Maurice Braverman Defense Committee * r 



~ 4 .. 
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Michigan Civil Rights Federation 

Michigan School of Social .Science " 

Nanka Teikoku Gunyudah (imperial Military, Friends. Grloup 

or Southern California War Veterans). \ 
National Association of Mexipan, Americans * (also known as \ 

As ocia.ci on. Naciohal Mexico- Americana) ^ 

National Blue Star MoMers of ' America (not, &o ,be confused, r ,with 

the Blue Star Mothers of America organized in February 1942) 
National Committee for the Defense of Political Prisoner^ 
National Committee for Freedom of the Press^ 
National Committee to Win the Peace , 

National Conference on American Policy in China and the - 

Far East (a conference called: by the ^Committee for a 

Democratic Far Eastern Policy) ^ "M t 
National Council of Americans, of Croatian Descent 
National Council ofAmertcan-Soviet Friendship 
Nat-ional Federation for Constitutional, Liberties, 
National Labor Conference* for Peace- 
National Negro Congress . " 1 < 
National Negro Labor \ Council - „ 
Nationalist Action League ' , 
Nationalist Party of .Puerto Rico 

Nature Friends of America (since 1935) ~ ^ * 

Negro Labor Victory Committee \, " 

New Committee for Publications ' ^ ' ~ „ ~ 

Nichibei Kogyo Kaisha (The Great, Fuji i Thgdtrej, 
North American Cgmmiiitjee^tq^ 
North American Spanish Aid Committee 

North Philadelphia Forum / " * \ I , 

Northwest Japanese Association , ; 

Ohio School; of Social Sciences 

Oklahoma Committee tq^ Defend political Prisoners 
Oklahoma League for ^Political Edit cation {See. Communist 

Political Association) V / ;* 

Original Southern Klanij incorporated ^ „ " 

Pacific Northwest^ Labor School^ Seattle^ f/ashingtoh c * - 

Palo Alto Peace Club " " y ' V / 

Partido del Pueblo of Panama (operating in the JCanal Zoite) 
Peace Information Center .. " ' ' * _\ 

Peace Movement of Ethiopia 
People 's Drama j Inc\ _ ' ' , 
People r s Educati onal: Association < (incorporated under name 

Los Angeles Educational Association^ Inc.)j also* known* as. 
People f s Educational Center * People f s ifniversityj , 

People 's School J ' % ' 

People 's Educational and Press Association of Texas, 
People's Institute of Applied Religion 
People's Radio Foundation^ Inc. - " * 

Philadelphia Labor Commvttee for Negro Rights 
Philadelphia School or Social Scvence and Art 
Photo League (New York City) 
Political Prisoners ' Welfare Committee 

- 5 ~ 
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Polonia Society *of the IWO „ / ' f ^ . -\ - 

Progressive German^ Americans, al^so { known as ;Pf$gtes;s k fve ; 

German-AmerTcaris 6f, ; cAiddgo . \ - ^ . 

Proletarian Party of America; _ „. * " - -'* ' . * 

Protestant 'War 'Veterans of'Whe United Statjssy Iricy 
Provisiondl Committee of Ciitsens K for> Peace, /Souiliwest Area' - 
PuertorHquehqsj Unidos (Puerto hi cans United) * 
Quad City" Committee for' Peac'e ! ^ " , 

.Revolutionary Workers League' , * 

Romanian- American Fraternal Society - „ j 

Russian American Society ,^ Inc., i 

Sakura Kdi (Patriotic Society, or Cherry Associate bnr- r 

composed of veterans, of Rtts so ^Japanese War) 
Samuel Adams School , Boston, Massachusetts 

Santa Barbara Peace Forum _ * s ~ ~ 

Schappes Defense Committee t [ ^ 

Schneiderman-Dar by* Defense Committee i\ - " ! 

School of Jewish Studies j New York iCity 

Seattle Labor School, Seattle, Washington /./ - 

Serbian-American Fraternal Society * - 

Serbian Vidovdan Council "f ^w * 

Shinto Temples ;, "- ** * ; "] 

Silver Shirt "Legion of America *. ' . " *1 \ ,' *- ! *~ - * 

iSIauic CounciL of Southern California ""** ^ ^. * / * ; 

Slovak Workers Society ~ ^ • \ _ .,'-;, * :* ^ * . V* 

Slovenian^Ameri can National Council \ '/"* % > \ f * _ * 

Socialist Workers'" Party, including American * Committee; ; '* ~ 

/or European Workers 9 Relief - ^ *"*- * 

^ocialis.Tfr routft League * V * * ^ I * '' 

Sokoku, Kai (Fatherland Society) ^; . v + , < < * ' r ~- 

Southern Nepro Youth Congress " / _ . - - ; ' : . * - 

Suikd Sha (Reserve Officers Association,, LdTs Angelesy **- „; 
ro7?i Paine School of : Social Science, Philadelphia / Pennsj/It/qnia^ 
Tow Paine Scho'ol of "Westchester, New York , " „_ . 

Tri-Siaie Megrg Trade Union Council - 

C^raznzan-kroerican Praternal Union 
Union of American Croatians ''*'/" 

Union of New York Veterans\ : i , 

United American Spanish Aid Committee 

United Committee, of Jewish Societies and Land smansdhd ft 

Federations, also* known as Coordination Committee of , 

Jewish .Landsman s chaft en 'and Fraierna'l Organisations* 

United Committee of South Slavic Americans: 

United Harlem Tenants and 'Consumers Organization- 

United May Day Committee 

United Negro and Allied Veterans /of" Ameri 6a <; 

Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade 



a 



I * 



Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights Congress 

of New York (See Civil Bights Congress) 
Virginia League for People r s Education (See Communist 

Political Association) 
Voice of Freedom Committee 

Walt Witman School of Social Science , Newark, New Jersey, 
flashing-ton Bookshop Association 

Washington Cbmitiiitee to Defend the Bill of Rights 
Washington Committee for Democratic Action 
Washington Commonwealth Federation 
Washington Pension Union 

Wisconsin Conference on Social Legislation 
Workers. Alliance (since Apj\il 1936) 
Workers Party* -including Socialist Youth League 
Yiddisher ^ultur Farband 
Young Communist League 

Yugoslav- American Cooperative Home, Inc% 
Yugoslav .Seamen's Club, Inc* 
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FD-230 



CERTIFICATE 






O 

ALAN H. BELMONT 



If Name (Please- type or print) 



DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE 
Office or Division 



1. Are you now or have you ever been a member of, contributed to, 
affiliated or associated with, any organisation listed on the 
attachment to this certificate? 



NO 



Answer "Yes" or "No" 



>^ 



2. If your answer is "Yes" state the name of the organisation, dates 
of membership and extent of participation. An explanation re- 
- garding membership in any of these organisations may be attached 
hereto on a separate sheet of paper, if you desire to explain the 
circumstances of your membership. 



Name 



Address 



From To Office Held 



CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that the above information is correct and complete to 
the best of my knowledge and belief. I make this statement with the 
understanding that it will be used by the Department of Justice in 
carrying out the provisions of Executive Order 10450 and with knowledge 
that any false statement or omission of material fact may be sufficient 
cause for my dismissal or rejection of my application, and, further, 
may be cause for punishment as a violation of law including Section 
1001, Title 18, U. S. Code. 




1954 



olation of law including Sec 



I 



3 

3 



\ 



[pdte 

4 APR 27 1254 



(Usual Signature') 



Attachment 



/ 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 



FD-185 



V 



REPORT OF PERFORMANCE RATING 



Name of Employee: 







.Alan H* Belmont 



Where Assigned: Domestic Inte ll igen c e Division 

(Division) (Section, Unit) 



Payroll Title: 



Assistan t mrfintnr 



Rating Period: from 4-1-53 



to 



3-31-54 



ADJECTIVE RATING: - SATISFACTORY 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



Employee's 
Initials 



rv Rated by: 



Reviewed by: 
Rating approv 




%- ^ Associate 

Q~ * x r 6 ^ c l o-ti Director 



Signature 



Title 



Signature 




Title 
Assistant Director, 
Federal Bmtaa of tetWttsatofc 



Title 



-«<*&*& 






TYPE OF REPORT 



g/W54 



Date 



Date 

MAY 19 1954 

Date 



^ (X) Official 

7)0 OP) Annual 

I MAY 21 * 



c > 



f; 






Searched 

dministrative 

) »r * ** 

) Transfer 

) SeparatiWdhi'si 

) Special- '* 
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June llj 1954 



PEUnOML ANTLCMImEMIAL 



To)son\ 

Nicfeols 
JBeloooj 
Cfctt 








Mr. Alan H*> Belmont 

federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington^ £* <?« 



Dear Mr* Beltnont: 



j.& 



mlMZ^ 1 



&£JU*W / 



I have carefully reviewed and considered pour 
memorandum o f explanation with respect to the erroneous, 
statement contained in a summary nemordndun submitted 
by the Domestic Intelligence Division on May 11* 19S4, 
regarding current problems in connection with cases of 
suspected espionage at Fort Monmouth j Kew- Jersey^ and 
the Federal Telecommunications Laboratories j Nutley s 
Nev$/ Jersey. As you know thp summary in question stated 
that ths Army had failed to furnish certain Photostats 
to the FBI whereas the true situation was fhat becausd 
$he Army delayed in preparing the necessary Photostats 
our ffe& Tor% Office was instructed to assist in this 
project and did so* 

While I realise* that the summary memorandum 
in question tras a condensation of a considerable ampunt 
of material^ this factor is no effcuse for the glaring 
error which occurred sin&e conciseness in presentation 
cannot justify a failure t a present the true facts. 
Accordingly $ I shall expect you to issue theji&pessary 
instructions to your subordinates to take grg&tgr pains ZL «> jf 
in pripgrring such memoranda so that in -th^-f^tux^- th&y ** 

"will be entirely accurate as well as bpi^p^&^ * 









so 



g« Eager fi8fc«»5--v 



John Edgar J@>l^r^ *"• 
JDtrei&iQr. 

0C: Mt>f(iFbardman (~Pers6n&£ A i;tentiori) / J 











/ 



WANOAftO POftttNU C4 



■^Mwii*lW<^^ H i !W »WW W * t *"**» M W»" 



i i m m mm mmKKfi * 



» U » Mm%mmr *rM***#*****<™ r y" 



Ojjpctf Memorandum • united states government; 

date: June 2, I9$£ 



\ 



to 



moM 



SUBJECT 



Mr. L. 7. Boardman -p^f^ 
Mr. A. H. 





COMMUNIST PARTY, USA - Brief 
(Prosecution of Additional Communist , - - 

Functionaries Under the Smith Act - New Havdk) 
Internal Security - C ~~" ,e — ~x— 

TO! -File 100-3-74-32 



>JJ,i...^V- 

ictu>i*£-~ 



/^ 






On Saturday, May 29, 1954, seven functionaries of 
the Communist Pqpty of Connecticut were arrested simultaneously 
on the basis ofi complaints and warrants charging conspiracy to 
violate the Smith Act of 1940. Seven of the subjects were 
arrested in Connecticut by New Haven Agents and three were 
arrested in New York by New York and New Haven Agents. The 
three arrested in New York were members of the Connecticut State 
Communist Party ^Board arid two of them have been operating for 
sometime in the party's underground apparatus. Thus, these 
arrests have dealt a smashing blow to the operation of the 
Communist Party in Connecticut. 

1 The successful completion of this operation demanded 

the closest cooperation and teamwork between the New Haven and 
New York Offices and likewise necessitated long hours of planning 
and preparation by personnel of both offices. The entire Agent 
personnel and most of the clerical personnal of the New Haven 
Office as well as a large squad of New York Agents were used in 
this operation which tool place over a long holiday week end. 
All personnel involved gave freely of their time to afford the 
ingbiculvus attention essential to the excellent results achieved. 

V The Special Agents in Charge of the New Haven and New 
Offices have recommended that a general letter of commenda- 
be tyiven by the Bureau to these offices for the success of 
apprehension program. Both Special Agents in Charge point 
hat £n view of the large number of employees involved and the 

exc&.lent*g>ork done by all of them, it is not possible to single 

out vj%y org* employee for individual commendation. 

RtfcQMMENDATIONS i 

F % \ The Domestic Intelligence Division concurs in the 
recommendation of the Special Agents in Icfrarge of the New Haven 
and lt$w York Offices. It is reebmrtdnted tm^fbhis memorandum be 
forwarded to the^Administi^iiivf Division in order ^hati these 
letters of cbrnmenda^orti t^bhllp^pared. * 7 * /* 




attachment 



TX&nbs Z '*- 







13 



JUN 10 1*54 
V 




*\^ 



<& 

^ 



,1 



**J 



i<w^ww»i li ii *.lj >ii m w i mmmmmnim i 



* i' W » ^ iw hi»i i i nt »ii«wm » 



d 



D 



b6 



2. it is further recommen ded that a le tter of commenda- 
tion be directed to Stenographer [~ \ o f the Domestic 
Intelligence Division who worked long hours and gave freely 
of her time both before and during this operation including a 
portion of the long holiday week end and who performed the 
stenographic and clerical duties assigned to her in an excellent 
\manner. 
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Aiy^j jus,.!: % , €i; 
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Afr. .Alan H\ Belmont 

Federal Buieau ,of Investigation 

Washington,. JD. G.^ 



; * June 8> 4954 „ 

V 

Personal a$cl £Qa/ufent>tai 



^ 



Dear Belpiont; 







I a^ .tafcirio thi:& opportunity , to 
.commend you fox the very -splendid fashion \ 
t/i which ^cu directed the teceht jfire.s&s* 
in. the New Happen cind* Ijlew Yovji Divisions' of 
a *htinjbgr qf Communist Party Functionaries 
un$e;r/ the: Smith Acp* //. . * 

. ; Tour effective sfyp$r$isiob and 
cdordination djT thts//qp^Ta*"i'pri *tn ffte tu?a- 
dtvisio&s^arV ceHainiy/^ and T 

want yauj to fcnouK I am most qppreaidiiver. ^ 

Lflfff'i;' 
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■Jujne 14 ; 1954 



$ 



Personal and Gorifwential 



;. 

Mr. 'Alan ft. Belmont 



federal Bureau of Investigation >- - * / 

Washington, D; G. Uci&y- z , mQg S<DP//fi#/ 

D$ar< Belmont: 

It ts agatn my pleasure to commend 
you for the splendid work which has recently 
'been performed in the Domestic Tritiei'ligence 
Division concerning the investigations and 
.apprehensions of a number of members of. the 

Nationalist Party of Puerto ^Bico. x 

* * — 

I did not xoant the occasion to 
pass, without telling you of my appreciation 
for your admirable direction of this operation. 



SXncereiy yours j0 
Jv. Edgar- Hoover 



LRHirk 
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^COJUJtDn^ 
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Salutation per pleading* Room. 



Tplsoa. 



J 



Nichols »_-. 
Belmont—. 
CIe $ « -^L. 

Harfeo . r, 
Rosea. ■■■■ ■■ 
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Ttoued » 

Wioterrowd • 
Tele. Room* 

Miss Gandy, 
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/ Office Mmrnmdum • 

TO tUR. L, F, BOARDMAN + A 
ntOM tUR> A. S, BE. 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 




Tol*oa — 
L««M 

date: June 12. 1954 ***** — 

' Betooat- — - 

cu« — 

CliWa — 
Htrt* — s 
Rofeo — 



su&jsctiPIlfKSRTOlf NATIONAL DETECTIVE AGENCY, INC.; 
MISCELLANEOUS INFORMATION CONCERNING; 
POSSIBLE LEAK OF SECURITY INFORMATION 
FROM FILES OF NEW YORK OFFICE 
(62-New) 



Ccirtr .1 , I 
MoKr 

Tele. Room- 
Hollo»«a — 
Sitoo. — 

Mil* C«idy - 



/fl. fi B^lmOfJf 




Reference is made to my memorandum to you of June 14, 1954, 
which reflected that information had probably been furnished from 
FBI files in New York to the Pinkerton National Detective Agency 
concerning Thame 1 p. Thamel, the subject of a security case. The 
Bureau was originally advised of this matter by letter from 



Indianapolis Office dated June 2. 1954. 



the 







The Director asks to be advised (l) why the Indianapolis 
Office delayed in forwarding this information to the Bureau and 
\/(2) what was the cause of the delay in handling this matter in the 
V Domestic Intelligence Division. 

With respect to the Director's first question the 
Indianapolis Office advised by teletype dated June 12, as follows. 

f > 

The Bureau was originally advised of this matter by letter 
from the Indianapolis Office dated June 2, 1954. SA Dudley S^P Horth 
of the Fort Wayne Indianapolis Residence Agency received the w 
information set forth in the Indianapolis letter to the Bureau of 
June 2, 1954, on the afternoon of Wednesday M ay 26, 1954. SA Horth 
reviewed the enclosures and could not"' determinate HaW^the rein 
actually came from a Bureau source since he did not have the Indianapolis 
file and had no specific knowledge of the content of the New York file. 
He felt the logical approach was to forward the information by letter 
to the Bureau with all the enclosures since it could not be resolved 
without comparison of the enclosures with the information contained in 
the files at the Bureau and at the New York Office. He did not feel 
V^UL^^jmoc^ *2~MfLJMSJimMl isOffioe wo uld_ res^e^he^m^tjer 
since it would" m necessary to send Iffie enclosures -ko^the Bureau in 
order that it could be determined whether the data actually came from 
the Bureau or from some other agency having access to Bureau reports. 
SA Horth prepared a rough draft letter in the Fort Wayne Resident 
Agency which was completed on the morning of May 2? and mailed this 
rough draft letter and the enclosures to the Tj>*<tnnnpnn* Of fice, an 
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Numbered ...£Jti*/S- 
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The rough draft letter prepared by 3A Berth together with 

S / 111 -S I fc w ! *i M ?- •SP^WiBIBRWfS^ on 

JtetLim. to tftf Mat 0/ Superior mtfe moUemM. m 
legal {"|doy of Jftiy 3J into rw nod between the nailing of the rouah 

IZtiUyiE* f n *J m ^ m tia *• " Mi P* «/ «W"w4* 4«/» lotto*- 
in tno Indtanopolio ^/{h „„* f «« « W to» ?tt «n1 routing of the nat^ 
toSupervitorXtng for appnwl 4«/o» final typing, Lervieor Kino 
noted M content of the rough dm letter andW ene&ourleanf 9 
ehowed the rough draft and the enoloevree to 8M Blayloch who me 
iS!f B J tH^/iH **?V * 9 ^ # °^*» /» Oldenburg, Indiana, 

iSJii J 1 ? P? 100 * ««<"« *¥ oontent «* initialed tit roudi ' 
jw/t tjo^ty «|pf outnj it for typing and /ohoardin fl to the Bureau. ■ 
m lottoi- and the etoleowe* were typed h final for* and o«nt to 
the Bureau en Junt » t mi, 

mifuieof ting received the /tlo on eecurity iubjeot 
^^oieened that there were m indication in the jShMMltt 
file that the m mt Off tee had ever received copies of HgSffn 
Thaul, mpemtor Zing and jty Slayloelt both fen that oil! IS 
Jt "•* molw ** wetim meerning tri eeuroT tithe data 

ff3?£3Lf JR 1"°^ /0r ° 0BpflP '" ,B W""* nemforeuie 

iffSL^r* *£ * Mifl »»™ */»« « tariff oouid * 2*7 

oppocwd to to tto wet logical! procedure, 

«. » .. ®° Blaylook indicated thai the delay fron Van 26 tht dat* 
M Horth received the infomtion to Jme 2 the ££ S lettZ J? 
Woleeuree were forwarded to the Bureau me due prtmrtluto the 
ntewnjnp vootend and holiday on: May 31, the delay in pootol ooruioo 
frmrert Wayne io Indimapol ie which poUie have nl dimi tra n 
eerviee and the eongeetien of mil received in the indianapolie office 
over the long weekend which had to be processed on tueeday^ ^mi. 

Stiff Blaylm etated that SA Berth acted in a reaednablv 
pmpt tanner in forwarding the emloeuree to the Indianapolie off ice 
andjvpervieor ling me promt in aduMng hi* (W UltoSo*) aS 
3iS!JHJ! r e9 V° Ki * 9 '* mnitm ' hsimloci rJoSded ! 



§ 



read »d *mm« tti 4**w «* «•*»* _«*•***»«» A* * «**""• 
r acre* »m SiC B*Hflofl* tfort St m® «** ^eroJWjJg 

»m ~nn*ct to the IWtotor'o rem** *« * odwMd «/ «»* 



received tM letter wwwjf w^wm »• ..;«: ^.j^^nT^ 
i* fl jt can* fro* tto' Tit or /ro* bom otter ugenoii to wit w w ;::%.., 

hj. .» n »>& „ ^Jw, ^*«™««> «/«.*. « #• *«»*"•« * 



■ m. *TiiL*» the MrtiMnt infirwttoh in ttt Jilt whioh strongly 
had cobo /row *«• JBW. !•»* Oif/tw. 



f 



(tot dotomiirtng Mi* ap»r«i**IZZI|***{J* ^£1**.* *- 
.atttf »iifW A, mkm flvW » «*W AT «• ^12 



be 



S- 



be 



i, MW/rt «• •« «" ■ „,„„„ „ 
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ftolfl !•*&* Pt «***.*! ! tW ? e M* 



pro*, 
hi 






' m mt am**** » <w ^**&u«"*f ite 





3ss MUmJM nss sm 



- s 



>y'«W«l-jpW.— -* ~* — **"» — •*•* «— • ^^^i.**^' l *'Wi ww i i»" t «iWW^»^H W»i*w «w i w^wi |»t»ii«»*#>»^h 



ADDENDUM s Jan* 2S, 2954 LVBtWUJ 

The PtnXerton Report which ^aa/onarM *"»• * 5 * 

f>) rur-tfiar. -the PfnJterton Jtepor* on po#e one reflecU 
contact *rU*&n T l3iw.* * '• ft ?* JS^'S^V^* 
3- *• ni on March 15, 1954, *?l*Wl™?*J?^^%h*b 
vn*ra of no investigations on subject, &• »/• •»• w"»«»w "'* . „ 

»i» «4« indicate po..*M. »l»oo»<fuot « «T P«r* •/ <m «^ 
J con«*d«r tfria extremely poor judgment and /•« 1 .* h JJ-*2Sr* 

•Sara srawi -j-^tts/r/^rra 



A»«r»1sor ffoaard ^Vrii* o/ the MtanapriU Otfto* 
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of SAG Blaylock. I recommend no action as to Supervisor 
King, 



SAO Blaylook at the time the natter was brought to his 
attention was apparently getting ready to go to the scene of a 
bank robbery* I still feel that he exercised extremely bad 
judgment in the natter in his failure to recognise the necessity 
for immediately notifying the Bureau* I recommend censure and 
probation, ^t-«,le.pKop/*,4.Mw 



be 



! 

( I 

I Supervisor I H ipcs cognisant of this 

situation from shortly after 12t33 P.M., June 4, 1954, and made 



no notification to his superior until the late* afternoon of 
Thursday, June 10 a 1954, Sis failure to recognise the dangerousness 
of the material in his possession indicates a complete lack of 
administrative ability. I, therefore, recommend his removal 
from supervisory duties. 



» - 7 - 

! 




be 



<3f ' % 



rt r^**r77tr*iK$F>^^ 






AocorUm U Belmont's memoranda} BauSpordnjr *»»ed< rteZy 

srs Karv«.sssiS!K , yii%..t. — > >—« 

c situation 0/ tMs kind -to develop, 

L, vX Boer (toon ^/^ 
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ToIson,„_ 
Board man 
Nichols w 
.Belmont « 
Harbo^I 
Nohr^^ 
Parsons ^ 
Rosen -,__ 
Tamm L . ... , r 
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PERSONAL AND GO NFmENfiAL 







■p. 



Mr* Alan #♦ Be2rao?rfe 

Federal Bureau, of Investigation 

Washington^ J)# (7* ^ 



Jtear lfr% J5e2&on;£* 







,1 ..... -«(-*-" 



$4.r*-+r n *'- 




I have recently observed an instance of 
lax handling, of a most important patter in the 
Domestic Intelligence Division, 'Specifically,, dn 
agent under your supervision received a hemor&n$um 
from, the Indianapolis, Field Divisipn on June 4, 
1954 ) ' setting forth information 'indicating a. possible 
leak of security information from TBI files. Although 
this supervisor should have noted from the content 
of the Indianapolis memorandum that it should have 
been brought immediately to the attention of his, of- 
ficial superior he did* not do so until June 10, .1954, 
After he had discussed ^his' matter with the supervisor 
in charge "of the Administrative, and Correlation J)esk 
in the Internal Security Section j6f the Domestic 
intelligence Division on June, 10, 1954* the supervisor 
in charge did not report this information to his sec* 
Vion chief until th&.jate afternoon of June 11, J.954. 

I have continually stressed the ne.qe'ssMyM^ 
for bringing such matters of importance immediately-^ 
to' the attention of the appropriate Bureau of-ffiQUtls^ 
and I shall expect you to take immediate steps^oS <==> 
insure that there is no recurrence of such a sxtuUtiwi 



•among the personnel of the Domestic^Xntelligenm"^- Z.AT/a 

Divmon, r tJ3 - Izl: -•/.-/. i+/Z^DW 

V / y-.*CO*"- f\ - ir • JL^W-rtAfeU, OCT*" ■* 






Very] ttuly UPlirsi 



-t * 










<*> 






Sizoo r -,- 1 
tFintcrrowd 
Tele; Room 
Hollpman 
Gandy^ 



— .(Ids 



agar Hoovsy 

DCU'gg.s**— M?im3U~J5*--$^a. 

nn* l(rY v Boardwan (Personal Attention) "*- 
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June 14, 1954 

J^M0jRAJ0UM>on fcOU TGLSON 

MR. BOARDMA*! 
T> \ X. MR. BSiMONT 






3 



MR. NICHOLS 



*? 



—■J 



o 




I fcavje jus£ learned today that &*r« Belmont f&iled to 
cdpiiTm in writing the understanding which he had With representatives of 
the Criminal pivislona. few days ago in diauasaing:thc JMter ftrittx &qt6& & 
case that the Bureau did not believe, that the informant whom the Department 
indicated it might desire to use in this case should be disclosed and made 
available for testimony* 

(Mr* Belmont, as J understand it* .expressed this view 
orally but failed to confirm it by memorandum to the J36partknjsnt, ) I have 
on numero&s occasions, both; in WrUing and orally $, specifically instructed 
jth^t any discussions or understandings Md with the Department, particularly 
the Criminal Division, should be <:ohf irmed in writing/) *We have on too r&any 
occasions been embarrassed by the Criminal Division, particularly, claiming 
one thing and Representatives of the, Burga^claiming another and it was because 
I of thi$ that I instructed that there must be y^itteu memoranda confirming any 
Oral understanding. 1 again reiterate these instructions 4nd I don't want any 
exceptions made to them or&^y deviations fr6m4bm ^ 7 ,. T l ^ n ^i^ i £ t^i v iiQ t ^\ 

ivs^asffererr't he A t t o r ney O giwrgal 



( In corinecTToa wjth the abo 




Division was awaiting further word from the Bdreau %« t6 its position in regard 
to thainforinarifeiathe JPerea* casej) This again pr6v^4the,yJo%t*^M have j 
endeavored to gel over Xdr sometime, namely. jtSgSBfce B^teau^ onlys prg&fctidn, 
is to put its position down in black and white . Oim«mdiy^e^rit«lnat*J>ivtsto] 
did not understand Mr. Belmont's position given to them orally* or if thhw d}d" 
they are now nsisrepresenting it to the Attorney General. Wwr-s --^ '•> 

\ (t have taken the position .this morning in conxe^pnoe with V 

l.lToiion — the Attorney General that I understood the Bureau had already advised t he ,r*. 
|p«d5£32parttteas that it wa'f&pri»s?d^;^>&* clo » u *» «f ?M* Woriwifi*8$f&#&X D. C|. 



'Belmont _*__ 

h Win ^roe 




T1UB 



Bureau, epnsidered^the infp^n^nt Iridif)Jwsable* } 

I .-^<iT#t /i;^^4i^#0k^cl With >/r^lieimoht who in Bj ^mL *m 



*4i 






e inforznahttis/not jtn4iBpensahle but me 



*t 



<J 



V 






u 



NJ 



Mt 



\ 



The definition of the word 'Hhdisjtertsable*' as found in the t/irtstoh IJIttionary 
is "absolutely* necessary or requisite, or essential, " Since this informant isf 
riot essential or absolutely requisite I do iiot see Tiow I can adhere to the 
position whicih {-havS .taken, namely) that the informant should not be mad& 
available iri the Peress case, rfill informants are valuable! otherwise we/v/ould 
not be paying them, but I have construed that informants who $re absolutely 
essential tQ oUv coverage in Security patters werfc indispensable and I had 
assumed that this was the* case on the informant in fhe Peress matter. Hcwaver* 
since this is not the fact.* meniorandst, should bte addressed to the Attorney Oeneral, 
advising him that upon r Revaluation oi this mattgr* the Bureau 1 is informant will 
be made available in the. Peress casO 

Hereafter, 1; desire that Messrs* Boardman and Belmont 
make up their minds before" they recommend something to me and then later 
JL ascertain that the facttf 4s l assumed them/to be ape hpt as represented in 
memoranda to ine. (it is embarrassing to take a position with the department* 
particularly in a very Important matter,, and the?i have to reverse oneself^) 

Very truly yours, 

John JEdgat Hpoyor 
©irectbr 



XEH:m£d 



:Tolion 
*3o*rdm* 








*>£^1 



d 



o 



June 23j 1954 

PERSONAL ANH CONFIDENTIAL 



L 



Ifr* 4lan JSTt Belmont 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington^ #♦ C* - 



Deaf Mr. Belmont: 



^'b6 
"b7C 



£■ S 



Oil _f ^^f-^;/^ C 




Boardman 
Nichols 
Bel moot 
Harbo 
Mohr 



JC» connection with the delay in disseminating to 
another governmental agency certain information of ja security 
nature developed concerning ! I a Midshipman, 

at the United States Naval Academy* I haye noted that you 
faijed tQ initially analyse this rdatter completely* In 4 memo~ 
randum submitted regarding this delay in dissemination^ which- 
memorandum teas approved by you, it was stated t hat infor mation 
previously developed indiqating, that Midshipman I I had 

been in c on tap t with the subject of~ a Bureau security investi* 
gation should have' been disseminated at the tine some subversive 
derogatory information was develdped in February > 1954* concerning 
the subject of„ the: Bureau investigation^ This analysis was wrong 
as the information should have been disseminated at the time it 
was first Reamed that these individuals were in contact during b6 
Way* 1953. * . _ / hlc 

~ - ' ' ^ , g > ' / 

I\hdve also noted in connection, with this *saihe m^t&£ 
that it wp.$ nedesibdry for a memorandum ^prepared by you* tp Z& ^ 
returned because you had failed, to thoroughly explore ~t£ir ]*ea§6ri 
"why the Kansas City Office did no/t make a ppropriat e di^elafna'tion 
concerning the contact between Midshipman I l and thsi %ubj\ect 

of the Bureau investigation* Here again there was a fa i 1 life jm 
your part to completely analyse the six tuwtk v n^ if/ *2& ^k^ ^ 

,jndrbter& 



ters mprg^ ppjiefUl 
1 



I must insist that: ypu affo rte §£$& $p 
thought and .consideration in the futurf so vhat^iKefi, 
repetition of such delinquencies dri yo\ir^^¥f{\ 



wmmjA y * ru %WM i5M 



be mo 




5<s 



m- 



CSf l^SJCiih* 



John 



Tktcrrdwd , 
tele. Room 
Ilolloman 
Gaody 







% N j|»l»»- 





* *4 



d 



Zfrv i'oJtr 



& 



., fj ' . June 2£y 2954 > 



Information Cgncerntn$ 



dslat at 3bat of-ativmimty? in 
msimsmAtiuG s*tFam&?iQ3. to opx 



he 

hlC 



I 



loU will recall thdt[ 



]te one, 6f the 3 



nftishiptieh, vhobe comisstons jser'e recently hold Up bfr w United State's 
gaval Acadenu $ocauso of thcif txliegedly being Security Waif©. AS & . 
result of inquiry into " this quest ion of Whether pertinent infcrfcattcn iru 
Huneaii Hies conceridna \ 1 isas properly and prchptly disseminated*' 

*% foliating delinquencies have been. reVoaled on the part df supervisory 
personnel at-* the Seat of Government* (Separate ^enorandd are heimr sub* 
fitted,, regarding derelictions: on the part "cf field p&PaonneXin ibis he 
Mtter)* ■ • ,-'„'. " - ' ' b7c 

■- The. Kansas dty V^f 'fee? ^ubhitted a report dated Zuljf 23" s 10£3, 
^received in I nternal S ecurity Section a-t bure au Zulu £1. lOSSO tsh'ich 
reflected that ] \ h,ad written a letter te \ \ 

iubfect of a Security tatUt-G invvst,i£attohm Th is -iiitornati on ads de- 



veloped as a result of a radii cover maintained en 



W the 



Zahsas- City , Off ice* The Kcfrws City rMpart set out a .lea* for Baltimore 
to; ^dentifu i "l eft the titi ted States Jf aval Acadevtv- and d&terain e thti 

exten t of' his, association isith \ _ __ V Baltimore ve'r%fied_^%atJ_~J 
I'tggg 'a ttidshiTi^an at .the I'aval Acaaotiy and that ii 4- #8 the I \ 

I This information was reported, in Baltimore report 



ddted August 5fj 1953* (received in ^ntqrnal Security tfeati o ri- Septemb er 

J$53% The. inror^ationrdgarding contact* tietueen Midshivnati I l and 

aecurtiU subject'T \tcas net disseminated to-*0#I (Office ef Xaval 



2* 



Inielllgeitce] 
The\ 



April 1, '200* 



b6 
b7C 



| Q3a,<g was supervised at the^SMat^of Gttve rnnent. 

prior to tfept'ctobsr 4> 1G$3^ bV SA Supervisor I ~k fctfo ««a 

ftaanonaJM c for di'Sgea inating **ke information ishelt Pt jota /tra* received* 
Supervisor I I docs-Aoi r<?x?<U2 ^fc*s cape dwdtt& *»«? Stand^a' K&icft. 

caW otfcr hi a tfeofr * . ffe esprtfased. friftpefs regret that he bad not dissa&i- 
&a±edthe \ \ in*crisx.tioh to: d&I^^ - 



- Ti 
Uii 
Nicbols. 
Belnpac'. 



JBUr^Sentenber^4i ^lOSS^-the [ 



H 

Ho' 

Tracy 



— k«*-w^ wfWT-iw- — i^ a- cm^^ *h J&ficvpf origin*. Sttp&r- 
m& $h&r£ deal n$% recall $pe<rifica,Uy: reviewing th*\ iJf^V 






Hoiio»«-^ , Director) Mei-^—* — 
M m%<,Hmsnts (S) 






\ SUortj gauncaHnei: q$p 'Assistant 



.bo 
b7C 



*& 




>"< ' 




be 

b7C 



but states fie mst have doner eo. ae it to ft*a eiwSoa to 
caai^rttf^ *o JSfn as a result of a change of off ice of o 



tion izaa /lagged to ike inforhattoti concerning ] 
letter dated UarcW 16* 29S4, requesting auifo riiji to 



Thie letter tenttoned* correspondence oetaeenF 

thereupon dteoexiinafed 'the tnfomatton t6 SMT on j£pril 



review a cdee 
ttgtm. Me &tten~ 
] by Uin neapoZte 
tnteruiep\ j 

t~~ He- 
h 



iro%epL- 
ahd I 
1, 19S^ 



IbT&i 



copies of 3 investigative reports* Be exproeeee" regret that this 
mtion vae not diesenifiated preiitouely* 



infer* 

■he 

hlC 



*s 



re~ 
ONI, 



In a nenorandvn eubiiitted by Mr* Selnont en Ju ne 9* 19 

garding the failure to disseminata interaction Regarding I 

the atai oEent viae mit& that 031 should have been, adoived concerning 
I \ upon receipt of a Hen Jerk report dated February 9*. JL9S4V ishieh 

reflected eotic Subversive derogatory information regarding^ ] j 

It - aae point ed cut that OXI tsde not advised when it raae fi ret deteraineH 
the [ I had been in conta ct toith\ I (luring Uay, 1053, becauae 

at that tine -information that \ \ -peg poeeibly a uouaunist farty 

nenber had not been verified* Th& Mirdctor covmented, * f Thia &a» vrong* 
We should ham- adViead OS! in May* 19S3\ not ae you state in Februarys 
19$4**' _ _ - 

It ie further Hot fid thai? the initial t&evtoranduh prepared b& 
Vr* Belnent in connection with -the failure to properly dieeeninatc the 
information in this instance, failed -to ^prowg&Zy explore the reaeon 
why the Ka&oae city Office did riot make a ppropriate di eeentnation. to 



be - 

b7C 



0#t concerning contact hetiseeh [ 



]and 



¥ 



]» It was therefore 



neceeoaty for $lr« Soardtian, to- return ttie nqmrandum. tv Mr* Bolnont for %n>. 
blueion of x thie infimetipn* ; - 



nscowpffpATiom 
£A SimeroUor | 



b6 

b7C 



1 _ &6n~Y&1b$rt>n » 



2fr* Bslnent reootaxended thai BA \ I vsho t eitpervieed the 

eaee at the seat of Govefnmht until. September -4, 4®5$* be 



ceneurea sor hie f ailure to diee eninate to O HX infermattoz concerning the 
fact that' \ \ had vtritien to \ \ in May^ 195 3* llr« Boar dx&an 

Tocotunended, ceneure and probation, painting but that SA | | failed 

to .abeervo' the necessity for dieeenination on, receipt an& revieo of MtheUe 
ToiGltyjceport. dated July 19, XQ53, and Saltir.ere report dated Auguet 27, 



Sffffr 

Belmont ,.,,,, ..,-,; 

Har bo ___ 

Hfehf "...,^.,.^-.-, 

garsons..,,^.,.,, 

Rosen - 

Tamm ,^^^—Lt 



Fh& Ati&tni&irative Mvl&ion recipw&imd$? 



b6 
b7C 



(1) That Supervise* r [ 



be censured and placed on 



Tintcrrowd „ 
Tele. Room 
Holloman^. 



~ Z 





probation for his failure to$#£ that tlfiSi information ms properly dis 
seiiihaiedp -',*'' 



he 



(s) that his pending teallocaifon to Grade G5+14 h£ cancelled 
ah$ that he be reconsidered for such** reallocation Ifc September > 2554* 
fl* ia 'noted tha t by nekarandim dated Jme 8y lpS4?j it wis r^aon^endpd^ 
thdt \ I be reallocated to Grade €$*>!& and thi& vecormehtiaiicn 

me subsequently * qpprfived %% the &?*$*&. m^ever, aotihri, tq^ffedt 
the actual jregllocatfo fr has b$en held in dkegafteg periling outcome of this 
matter ahd \ \ kas npt beeii &dvi£e& of his reallocation/* . 



SA Supervisor Xcmee Q* Short* ner;~¥etera&? 

Mr*, Belmont recoj$z$rid04 that M Short* &he as&u&ed supervision 
of the StraseMrg cast oh September 4 S l&S3j be censured f&r hie failure ^ 
to disseminate thf. infofmtiori concerning Pollack until- Apr PI 1* 19S4+ 
Mr* Boardman dpncurred^ „ ** ~ - \ 

The Administrative Division conci&re in $he above reco&F>en£ution< 
that 0j£ Short be censured fer % hi% deUy in disseminating tfyis information 
after he (tssti&ed supervision of ^tefitr&seberg base* Uo?Je Severe action 
is not being recomen&ed in visa? of this &s$flt f x excellent prioi? record 



-3- 




d O 



bo 



a& a supervisor at the £eat o/ Government (as reflected by the attached 
permanent brief) and *&e fact that the original raapc nmibtlttei fo r &is~ 
semination #? this information rested with Supervise*: I I vho 

supervised this ease prior to Septe&b&r 4 S 2953* 



b6 
b7< 



Section Chief Pred JV tatir-cardner- ffari-Tetarant 

Ur* Zelnmi; and 1'r* £cardr.an. rijcoKise/itfecJ ^SctS £e$t$crr Chief 
Sauzeafdner o<^ tfte Znternal fecurtiy Section te censured /or* hit* failure 
te coupletely ftnalyse tkiv case prior -bo precentg,tion. to the Zirectcr 
cs reflected" by the etatcn ent in th e Resorcatfw* of Jma &* .29^ that 
the ihf>omaitQti concerning ] \ ahovM hzve been furnished CZ? upon 

receipt of ffeu TcrU report dated February S 9 . £&#> t&eg the infgritzdtion. 
should hav« henn di asen ixatxd at the time we ?lrat learned #&at 
hetf vritfen l \ *n, rafo i.QPSm 



Sha Id&tni&trai-iuc Zivisien tqscute, 



(Over) 
~4~ 






T '^^w»«Wf;ii 



Y\ fT] *M ^f J2rf * FBI AUT0HAT I C DE CLASS IF ICATIOCT GUIDE 

%-Vjjice MenQandum . D Nri!bmts government 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT; 



Jime 15, 1954 





2954, */»o 



INFORMATION CONCERNING 



Tiaterrow 
Tele. Rftc 
Holloeuft 
Si zoo _ 
Mis* G*«< 



be 

b7C 



3 






~— w ,* Vj •i^aft, on/ lwa<* nf~ n *f«.~,j ^ ^ '** memorandum of 

r? - ^ • .b6 






b7C 



u 



0<? the 



he 

b7C 






***** Itovtet EmboMurrlna it ah* it J" J"?'<* "nknomn Subject 
The inter* eu, „ os conduit?* m« V <°°* be **• UnXnown Subject. 

ffif/«f *?j^5 SSSVjf s-s^-j-* 




*>e conducted^. 



tek 



<&* 



V. .^VJS'. * "• nue3tt 9*ti on would 

*o the Bure^f bfltlll^Wjoe first reported/ ~&£g*4~/9S& 

aaviaed. (ONTt* **£"*•£? x Academy officimo ~ ^ * J>*o4m mj$$ 

MMt $ £** &" m fr tw* //^ fen /, 



he 

b7C 
■* i 



- Adminis^ 







/f 



r/ 



:1»S4. 



bH&filsV 



a 



Wfr 



3 



n 



*,^^ 




i* 



^ 



a*v*-& '-" f '&P 




• UNITED^STA 



DATE XI9-ZZ-ZQ10 ^ "** 

to , t MR. L. V. BOARDMAN 



aott t MR. A. H. 







OVERNMENT 



„ i DATE: June 10 



ORMArffW* nnwnpRrn-K^ 




With reference to my memorandum to you 




67- 






Director inquired, "How did we come to interviewF 

on him- in May,; i-y^s?--" A~thirtyiday 



on May 27, 195^? We had a mall r»nv 



mail c over was 
! step. 



i 



Plpced 
was, 



on 



Br ^ 

i . . . , . Idling May, 195J, aiTan investigative 

^ } . j i "««> ar "cnat time, in Columbia. Missouri -(KAinqog r-i*v 

Sdai^S.^!:, to.Aygu^t, 1953, I l aoved to GBSWoWf^.^ 



f' 



I 






SpK^nnegox^ 

lanf 1^ ^T5rrci??L St e f?= in su ^ersive aotivitiel In Grand Forks, 

js&asya.ys LVL«eS r r« : fwSsr 

' S§k^S«t 2t?n* He * a 2 mlt J e ? ^ternational Workers Order membership 
tf« tS*% b S* ™ uld not furnis h information concerning other individuals 
g wgs ^rtially cooperative during the interview, bit terminated it 
Sn«3f lnK 5f. had another appointment. Minneapolis advised a complete 
Tlk 1 ^ °i? t& !J es ?"s of the interview was being submitted St 

road tr£#? fjta ffizthtydXpt* on May lb 1 , lQfo-,. 
^ ^a i.vJ bSB?5- ffl^.fflH*> ^ve the Grand 



i 



b6 
b7C 



e 



who lege Minneapolis 
driving. He covered 



CO 



^^n^^ativ^iyi^^ j9^ -*iT'3 



BECEI 



154 




present 

ft " 



utik& 




~ +.*. 



J 




/ 



r ™— ■ — ■ ■ - 
6 ■ (J 



.b6 

b7C - * j 



ABsi&tntii rdreciior Alan r+ Pclnan$* 

i n ■■■■■ ■ m www^i wwij ii wwwwww^ ^i»« * ^ *^^wp W' ' ■''*<■■ 

iV* CftJteo&t racoaaond&d -ftftat ftc aleo he censured /or the 
f&ij.vr& to completely emaXv** the I I case prior to presentation 

to- the Director in his nenorandun of June & s 1SG& S as set out a korte* 
Mr* Fpardvtan concurred and also recov&enied that Ur+ felnont be, censured 
bec&vsc it tzxs necessary for Vr* Bcardaan to return an initial m&orandun 
prepared by Vn Belkont because of -the letter's failure to explcre. the 
reaper rshy Kansas City Office had no$ iz zde qpvrovrlatc dissemination 
concerning the contact betseea I ] and | k 



The Adnini strati vc Division concur** 



Additional teconitondatiem , . 

;/r* Selnant jru* i>* Pcardaan furtner rcccwendcd thzfr the 
attached 5&C letter \c cent to the field Qcttin? forth the Bureau *o re- 
apcneibilittes to disscniriate derogatory information coneqriiinQ steppers 
of the ame<$ forces* Appropriate vanual editions are ctlso being "repar&ti 
by the bomstic in-teZltcenee Sivi&ton* 

The JLdxinistrattve. Mvision concurs* .. - 

Separate ne&oranda tfr$ being subnitted regarding failure- en the 
pdrt of personnel in^he field to carry out thotr responsibilities in 
this ratter* 



tmaiMswr bztefs ct tzb jpcawrxEfc mr,s c? Sis nez-xtsxes* jrcar. 

rMMMteZZR 4*0 ASZI3TX8T HXZECTtt BSJMCVT ABE ATTACKS!)* 



? #*5** 



w 



d 



D 




ii 



bo 
b7C 



the Espionage Section .on Friday, J™**?*' 2 *f* cc JJe tele^pe 
the superutaor on 2/onday, January 11, 1954. S \ nc *l% e l\% b Ye 
revealed that the Navy had been aduUed, ** ^/^^"^Siiiip 
to /«m*afc the data in the Bureau >s /I *o JJT J «*•» ,J ™{* ice / 

tft/id SS{d C ana°a SiS^O™™ *?&*£%? SS^i." <*»• 1. 

r-^^faata^^ 

iondau, January 25, when it u>as transmitted. In vi ew of -m e j 

£as received in the Sspionaae Section on January If*; 1 ? 5 ** * 
copi/ was furnished to the Records Administration Branch in the 
IZlZl/t "on January 18 1954 and the letter ofjran^t^ 
to ONI was dictated on January 18, 1954, being senv jrom 
Bureau on Wednesday, January SO, 1954. 

be 
nzaommNDATlQN : b7c 

The^Baltimorel Office was derelict in that they took 
twenty days in^which *o \iotify the Bureau, byt eletype dated 

mnuaru 7 1954. following their interview with \ 1 on 

feeder ^lls/. The Baltimore Agent who par^cipated injhe 
interview and submitted the report was SA\ L l m ° r 

I recommended be censured in my memorandum of WSl*<£i™**' >/ or 

his failure to notify ONI promptly re Midshipman | | upon 

receipt of original information o f correspo ndence between] 1 

.IjH 2 — ^ ,•„ tui,, 7.Q<><3. xa {should also be 



in July, 1953. SA[ 



and] in July, iw. ha I l?»"'» i " ~**"' "". .. , 

cri ticised for his failure to promptly report the identification of 

I 1 



Since the Navy had been advised of the possible Navy 
interest in this matter on December 16, 1953, and of the 
identification of[ 



>l>0 „„ v „ ^ ]by Baltimore on December 17, 1953, I 

^believe the handling of the final dissemination to ONI by the 
HDomestic Intelligence Division was proper. 






{ 



V 



•See addendum page three. 



- 2 - 








b6 
b7< 



ADDENDUM* June 13, 1954 LVBtVMJ 




With reference to Special Agent J 
recommended in the attached memorandum dated June 10, 



3 



I have 
1954, that 



this Agent be censured, placed on probation and transferred, and 
his letter, of censure should include this additional delinquency* 



he 

b7C 



J recommend that Mr* Belmont be censured because the 
initial memorandum prepared by him was sent back to him by me 
because of his failure to thoroughly explore the reason why the 
Kansas City Office did not make appropria te diaamx inatinn to ONI 
conceitn ihg the cont act between Midshipman I I and security 

subject 



b6 

b7C 



tl 



I recommend that I be censured for having failed c to 
insist that Belmont submit initially a suff iciently thorough 
explanation concerning ihe \ L phase of this matter* 

It was necessary for the Director at the tike I discussed this 
matter with him telephonic ally to point out to me that I had failed 
to explain the situation existing as to the alleged two-month 
delay of notification to ONI as reflected in paragraph one, 
page Two* memorandum dated June 10, 1954, of L* B* Nichols 
to Mr* Tolson* For this omission I recommend that I be given a 
letter of censure* 



L* 7* y \Boardman ^^fi^ 



Attachment 
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'* •• ^'V r 



Jf 



^ A * w 



o 



i •- 



two Agents present 
of security cases. 




1 



ws are 
reached 



It is necessary to have 
conducted with subjects 

Grand Forks Mav 19 iqa «.«*' «"Zr~* r~I"T # Uil i ireacnea 

Brown. Brown was away ^sM afctem Pf *<* *» contact Resident Agent 
SA Brown to conduct a loint ' <„+«»,« ' SU ?! P™"* 1 * arranged with 
Ufl^-d* SK g pi^f ^ with a su b ^ t on M a L g7, 

^ Z K mi ™ £ tTfitTe^TAl f i 19 S; JAE^3°rSumed 
dictate the riwlt-^^n?;^^,^^!^* SlV^ 
C. 0. Lyrxum of the Minneapolis office advised that ll\ A ° l 

did not imm ediately dictate the results of tL^tegv Jew with ' 

case, asac Lynum advised he Sit that In "ew ofthe 



b6 



economical!? as £ 3s ?ble a£d ?hat si^f 5. T "*"* ? ft P P™»P«7 and 
ac^n^is 9 ^ 10 "?? 8 "' £ ^ "--^od^dSr^a^o 1 ' 16 



1 th^wSS!!!* 5° ^"^Jna^ion of information to ONI on 

in Mav 'log? Di * ect ? r observed that ONI should have been advised 

t s^:: P ::/-c-a PP *^r^o^n^ t o 9 ia^^ s :r^ t n:u? 

*.u ^ ^ A complete analysis o f the I 

dls 3e L„atl„| ' the intonation wh en"£ ISe gSSrgSuS' <he 

' of the ™?1 tlMt *"£ K0n3a3 01t y O" 1 "" f irarrcportod "he results 
ox the mail cover by report daf-Ad mixr is imto .. T 5 esuj - LS 

,, Internal security ^SSStr^^^j^'^^g 1 %ttt 

/out a lead to Baltimore to identify f^^Ut th.\«„?i .?!5 8 

' ^tit^nt^-^t^r, ; rtt ^ E — rf ?aiSor 9 Academ!r 

verllled that| ] wa3 at the A e&dehy and e atabllahed that he 



bo 



file reflects 
was supervised 



7C 



be 

b7C 
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' * **Pfc *K. _„ < 



lit" ' 



*K 



o 



Mlsu. 




was the brother ofJ I 
Baltimore set out is&ds to New ftaven and New York to"check 



New York, 



bo 
b7C 



I 1 " -w~~~ V w M wn n«vgu «1U PJOW XO-FJfcE TiO CHOCK 

L^^J background by report dated August 27, 1953, received 

in the ^^f ™^ feeiirity Sect ion on September 2, 1953- Supervisor 



T " -^--—.-w,, WWWWJ.VU uu UO^ UOIUUOJC <i, J.y> 

J states he does not recall this case among 



' u* ~u ' r.™ ~~~~ ** vv *-«w«.j.o, wulo ctiae among the hundreds 

which cam e over his desk. The Baltimore report verifying 



attendance at Naval Academy was received two days 



iS^S ^;." K^I5?!. t ^ S »?«^ 8o r. short pn SepgLbejr 4, 



J" 4« ? ue to chan g Q in office of origin: how ever, 

initialed the Baltimore re port, | ~ I since rely regr ^g 

he did not disseminate the I I information to ONI. 

has been an above-average Supervisor. 



Supervisor James G. Short, who has handled this case 
since September, 1953, advises that it is his custom to review 

S« C 2!M!!! S iS a !! d ^^ a 5 a reSult of chan se of office of origin. 
He states that while he does not recall specifically, he must 
have reviewed this file. He says h is attention was flagged to 
the information concerning I I by Minneapolis letter of 
March 18, 195k* requesting authority to int erview |~^ 
This letter mentions correspondence between f l and the 
subject. Short thereupon disseminated the information to ONI 
on April 1, with copies of three investigative reports. Short 
regrets it was not disseminated previously. Short has been one 
of the better Supervisors in the Division and his work has been 
above average. 



b7C 



•.-. -.^ alked to SkG Alden of Baltimore on the morning of 
June 11, 1954. He said Baltimore covered the lead in Kansas 
City rep ort of July 13, 1953, at Ann apolis and verified fcha* a 



I l who was the brother' of Mrs. 

| Jamaica, New York, wa s there. Baltiifcoru 



(further background on [ 

"Alden said no dissemination was'made 



ieaas 



i 



of 
o get 



] by report dated August 27, 1953". 

_ ... JJ3 as made at Baltimore to ONI, as 

?* „ or ! e dld . not ^Y e the compl ete facts oy the extent of any 



proven derogatory information on 



j. 



be 

b7C 



He said on December 



% * Baltimore wrote to Minneapolis, which was then office 
of origin, (no copy to the Bureau) referring to Baltimore report 
of August 27.. l$£, and stating that Baltimore had not disseminated 
to ONI, as Baltimore did not have complete facts, in this letter 
Baltimore requested Minneapolis to make dissemination to ONI if 



the facts regarding 



warranted dissemination. 
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' Questions wSJ!? f AC Alden ' s Mention to the fact that two 
Sit! Z u • i? me diately arose conearn^a ;^ fl handling of this 
report on" r^^^^ent J VW " "'"],, who prepaid BauLore 

'l2S2SU«-Bi I dated August 2^, .1953, and who sent the b6 

thi? ^ _ ^e Minneapolis office dated December 2, 19*3: (1) b7c 

that the. Baltimore Office which handles contacts with the Naval 

trSeSint^^H 34 ? J" ^ TO-"*** re r c i2fi nL ifin its respcnJibility 
'to disseminate-fche information concerning | I to owt until ' 

?he e ?««L 2 ' 19 %* ^T 9 ^ 1 W0nth8 a " er th J lead wa s co^eref at 
the USS 3 ? a S?' (2) i? at the Bureai ^ was not furnished a copy of 



that qa I ***** Pl£ 0kl £f W i*5 Agent |~~ „ OAU Axaen aavisea 

that SA| 1 thought that he had originally disseminated the 



1 SAC Alderi advised 



informationln^her^^ 
to ONI. However, considerably later while he was at the Academv 
he made guarded inquiry of ONI as to whetherttifiyhad recetvel 7 
any information from the Bureau concerning r~~T upon being 

'n V J^i^ 7 M had n °J'^ e Chec ^ d & Q A -« »* Baltim orKd n g d 
no dissemination and thereupon wrote his. letted of December 2, 
1,953, to Minneapolis, t he office of origin, requesting that 
dissemination be made. I l is j* fault, first, in "not 

d * ss !5 ina ttng the information originally, and second, in not 
advising the Bureau when he realized that the information had ' 

•S H?°r f iS f em S at ! d J .f° thafc P° si tive steps could have been taken 
to disseminate it at that time. 



b€ 
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reflecting that 



The. information from the mail cov er in Mav. I Q 1 ^. 

I origina ted 



was in contact with 



at Kansas City, and was reported by Special Agent I — I 

under date of July 13, 1953- Kansas city had a b as ic respon sibility 

l^°£f ice of or igin to see that the contact between | 1 a 

1^ ™i PMan ' and | .. ,„ T1 a security subj ect, was dis seminated 
~J?f:^ OT "? thougn tne allegations against | | had not been 
ver i£ied. I spoke to Supervisor petzner of ' the Kansas city office 
on the mor ning of June 11. He said the Kansas City file on 



f 

l do °s not reflect any dissemination to ONI, nor was any 

.question raised by Kansas .city as to .dissemination other than the 
submission of the routine report to the Bureau on July 13, IOC* 
M*. Petzner said that SAC Robey, now SAC at Birmingham, handled 
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ca.se and initialed Agent 



'th^corresporidence in the { , ™_ ___ ,_„„„„ Agen 

L J report. Agent | | was transferred to Albuquerque on 

December 18, 1953- I see no point in calling SAC Robey and Agent 
IL as the file speaks for itself . We recommend that their 

attention be called by letter to their failure to see that 

dissemination was made. 




i o 



**>"^** j ir 



%:* \ 






Q> 



.'^-.v^a "*. r -^^u<v^ 




/ 



I talked to ASAC Curt Lynum of the Minneapolis 
Office on Jane 11, 195*i-> regarding the handling of the case. 
I pointed out that when Minneapolis took over as office of 
origin in September, 1953 > & review of the file would have 
disclosed that dissemination to ONI had not been made and 
Minneapolis had a responsibility to raise the question. He stated 
that inasmuch as the Bureau had received five copies of the Kansas 
City report dated July 13* 1953 $ it was a logical assumption by 
Minneapolis that the Bureau had disseminated copies of this report 
to ONI* I pointed out that Baltimore had written to Minneapolis 
on December 2, 1953* specifically raising the question of 
dissemination. He advised that it was apparent that Minneapolis 
should have raised the question at that time* H e stated th at the 
case is c urrently being handled by Special Agent | "| 

who also handled it in December, 1953 ♦ He advised that 
is presently in North Dakota attempting to reinterview 
g> He stated t hat the security supervisor up to February, 
f L who has since resigned. Therefore, he is 



he 

hlC 



Strassberj 
195^> was 

unable to determine what reason existed for the failure of 
Minneapolis to disseminate to ONI or raise the issue upon receipt 
of the Ba ltimore letter in December, 1953* The failure of Agent 
Jin this respect should be included in the letter of 



censure previously recommended above* 



be 

b7C 



It seems apparent to me that there was a general failure, 
both in the* field and the Seat of Government, to promptly recognize 
i n this cas e that the N avy should be notified of the contact between 

I and I 1 regardless of the fact that the allegations 

against f | have not been pr oven and reg ardless of t he fact 

that the exact relationship between l T and | ~| had not 
been determined* Bureau manuals specifically require the field to 
advise the Bureau promptly of any possible derogatory information 
concerning Government employees* tfhe manuals are not as specific 
concerning members of the Armed Forces. There is a general 
requirement in the Manual of Rules and Regulations, Section 5> 
Page 2, that information wholly within the jurisdiction of another 
agency should be forwarded promptly to that agency and n in these 
instances it should be made clear to the* agency having jurisdiction 
that the information being furnished by the Bureau is Unsubstantiated 
and has not been* verified in any way* 11 Also, the Delimitations 
Agreement requires each member agency to exchange freely and 
directly with the other information in all matters of mutual 



f: 







* * *****, '**-«; >~,^~ K •>. M 






+K 



-* <• -".-(*<* 



■«Ms *»W 



r 



o 



cb 





interest, m order to crystallize our responsibility 
2!£2£?S diss ? miliat i 6 ^ of possible, derogatory information 
concerning members of the Armed, Services to the appropriate 
agency, there is attached an SAC Letter setting forth those 

iSSSSfS"^ F 1 J** 1 * 1 ?*' We ^e preparing additional 
instructions to be included in the manuals to specifically 
cover dissemination in security cases. 

b7C 



(U) 



«„KW4. < T ! Washington Field office advises that an unknown 
subject In o jTlll nn c,1ofthg.a.Ivisited the Soviet Embassy on ^ 
November 11, 1953, andjprooeeded to the Ambassador Hotel inf^f 
an automobile bearing California registration where he lateV^ 
pioked up four other unidentified individuals and departed from 
«f S ?J n S2? # ' Unknown subject case was opened by the -Washington 
Field Office^ on November 13, 1953. On .November 18, 1953, the 
Washington Field Office wrote to the California Department of 
Motor Vehicles and they advised by letter-dated November 25, ■ 
1953, received by wfo on wovambftT. ^o. io^. j-t^4- *-ua ^ ln que stion 



was registered, toj 1 California 

Records at the AmraS3&dor Hotel checked December 12, 1953, b% 

disclose that one|___|had registered .during October, 1953, tvc 
ii?4 t ^ 8 ^S r f?f *a_Hifiai Naval Academy, Amapglis.. On- the possi- 
'E2S!? '**}*' KLZJ^ Ithe, .qwne.r',iof. the.rcir, even thoUgh riot 
125 te$$*$ Ji *iJ®Z.m& -9P- Novembers 11,; 1953., to .date ingestion, 
Wa advised the Bureau and Baltimore by airtel oii December 12, 
TttU'- wh *^ W' received In the Espionage Section; December Ik, 
4?|3. B^ e *^ indices were checked and. ONI was -advised by let'terv / 
dated December 16;. 1953,. /concerning the E mbassy contact flr ,d>hn*Qc/) 
the Bureau contemplated an interview wi'th | ^^HT was /X 

interviewed December I?, 19^. a t Annapolis with the knowledge of 



(U) 



the Navy. fHe identified | | as £ visitor to the Soviet 

Embassy .J o.NI and the Naval Academy were notifi ed at An napolis f<Y , m 
on December 17, and. we stopped investigation asl — — |was the*^ 
Navy's responsibility. ' ' 
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■^■-I>^*"» 'J***V *J 1M! -"W ' 



RECOMMENDATIONS: 




Q> 



%. f 



1:6 
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• *' * J-1 .: 



t -: *. )& 



h.A 



1. Regarding th<T5him*ela case, \we first learne d that the miidenti^ 
fied yisit m? t 9 t he -aQv^gt Embassy orHtovember 11 , ,1953/f had a (W | iU) 
^ossi^le Navy aspect, when we found that | J ,, possibly £3entical 
with the owner~bf the car used by the subject, had registered at the 



i2n 



Ambassador Hotel during October 1953 . We learned -Jjiil 

19537 no:^^ an'd fntervi&MedJ 

~" * artpmv nn T ^cember r rTTge* identif iacL ] l as the visitor 



ava. 



;he 



pecemoer I?, 
at the jtj^ 

Embassy and / we notliTed ONI, and the Naval Academ ?i.-at~Am^ 
o?~ th'is on December ;17' and ceased "investigation . it appears we took ^ ^ 
prMpt action once we "had: learned of a Navy aspects The question is 
should we have handled this case as a special from ittf inception? We 
have a heavy volume of cases arising ffrom contacts at t he Russian^ (U) 
Embassy^ 1'1'OWing from telephone 

coverage (averaging. J.09 p y m pnth)^) Most of these contacts wash ou J 
as legitimate or of 
suspicious on its fac 
is handled as a spec! 
was not, on its face, 
fcontact cases n Any a 
to handle them all »o 
investigative burde 

to the field by letter that any one of these cases can have important 
aspects until resoLved; consequently, the cases should receive preferred 
handling, requiring immediate assignment and correspondence by airtel. 
In addition, as atnpresent, any cases involving possible Government 
employment or mili'tary employment or where suspicious circumstances 
exist must be handled as specials . This will increase the speed of 
handling of these/ cases but will still limit those cases to be 
handled as specials to those instances which, on their face, warrant 
special handling 



ttl'e consequence. Any contact appearing 
or reflecting Government or mili tary emp loyment 
# The other cases are not. The I l ease ,mj 
suspicious. We checked it out as w.e do all xv 
e; of these cases can turn out to be important,/ «A 
a special basis will materially increase the V^\ 
on the field. I recommend that we point out 




M •""*":- -'V '— " ■ " - i - *:%— ■ * 



r". ^ , — ^-w~ ^ > ■ !»■» I 




Cd 
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2* Regardfefgj^EKe ^/Sterview withl "L 

fa 



this was conducted by a road- trip Agent from Minneapolis m the 
State of Worth Dakota within thirteen days after Minneapolis got 

1 Bureau authority. I feel the inter view itself was handled within 

}a reasonable time. Age nt I I re tu rned, to Min neapolis on the 
night of May 28, but dTd not didtafce' tttttii Jtme 9» 195J47 Despite 
the ract he nad other expedite matters, this interview reflected 
at least partial admissions of Communist activity by Strassberg 
and, r therefore, became of sufficient importance to report promptly 
to the Bureau. I,, therefore, believe that Agent I ~1 should 
be censured for his failure to promptly report the results of the 
interview. He should also be censured for his failure to 
disseminate or see that dissemination had been made to ONI when 
Baltimore specifically raised the issue by letter dated December 2, 
1953- , 



/?,m y s* tw*"^ 7 



3. In ray .memorandum of June 9, 195^* we stated that 
ONI should have been advised concerning Pollack upon receipt of 
a report from New York dated February 3> 195i{.# This is incorrect o 
VJe should have disseminated this information when we first received 
an indication that Pollack, a Midshipman, had written to the 
subject of one of our security investigations regardless of how much 
proof we had developed against the subject. The recommendation in my 
memorandum of June 9 represented faulty thinking on ray part and on 
the part of Section Chief Baumgardner. It is our policy to 
disseminate such information promptly and I am reiterating that 
policy to all Supervisors in the Division. I, therefore, recommend 
that letters of censure be directed to Baumgardner and myself for 
failure to completely analyze this case prior to presentation to 
the Director. ^ j )/tf /h0 # f *A t *h'#/'~ 
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he 

hlC 



k* A thorough! review of the | | file reflects 

that Supervisor James G-Jf Short took over supervision of the file in 
early September, 1953 • /l have previously recommended that he be 
censured for his failure to disseminate the,, information concerning 

I to ONI prior to April 1, 195JU Prior to September . 1953, 
this case was supervised by Supervisor ! ' I It was 

I responsib ility to disse minate infor mation "concerning 
the fact that | | had written to | | in May, 1953 ♦ The 

Bureau was on notice concerning this as early as July 21, 1953* 
when we received a report from the Kansas City O ffice, setti ng out 
the results of the mail cover. I reoommend that | ~\ he 
censured for his failure to disseminate this information to ONI ♦ 
It should be noted that Mr. | | has been a Special Agent 

since March 2, 191^. Ho has advised me that during his entire 
Bureau career he has never received a letter of censure. He has 
been performing in an above-average manner since his assignment 
to the Domestic Intelligence Division. 



ADDENDUM* (6/11/54} 

Supervisor \ \ failed to observe the necessity 

for dissemination on receipt and review of report of Kansas City 
dated 7/13/53, and Baltimore report dated 8/27/53. I recommend 
censure and probation. 

I concur in a letter of censure for Supervisor Short. 

L.V.BOARDMAN 



bo 
b7C 



j* 




$• It is recommended that letters of censure bet directed 
to SAC Robey, now at Birmingham, and Special Agent Sam E JxJain, 
now in Albuquerque, calling their attention to the failure of the 
Kansas City office, as office of origin, to see that appropriate 
dissemination to ONI was made relative to the contact between 
Midshipman Pollack and security subject Strassberg. 

ADDENDUM: (6/11/54) 

It is the basic responsibility of the field to insure that 
proper dissemination is made. If Agent Gain had been alert to 
this responsibility, this entire situation would have been avoided. 
I recommend censure and probation for Agent Cain, and concur in 
censure for SAC Robey. a* 

L.V.BOARWANJA + 
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SUSPECTED ESPIONAGE* 

FORT MONMOUTH, NEW JERSEY, AND 

FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS LABORATORIES. . 

NUTLET, NEW JERSEY r^ll 

My memorandum, to you dated 5-11-54 summarised 
Section 71 of the brief prepared in this matter* Section 
was an analysis of possible current problems in connection with 
matters brought up during the current McCarthy-Amy controversy. 
Oh page 4 of that memorandum it was pointed out that on 4-21-53 
the Bureau advised the Army that our Newark Office would review 
'First. Amy files at Fort Monmouth and the Federal Telecommunica^ 
tions Laboratories concerning possible espionage activities, onok 
... thereafter we requested the Army to furnish Photostats of the £i/> sp 
f|| hecessary material for revie^but the Army failed to furnish v (£j 
\\\bhe necessary Photostats? The Director inquired if statement 
relative to failure of Army to furnish Ihotostats was accurate 
as he recalled that they finally did so after a great delay. 
The recollection of the m rector is correct. We finally obtained 
•-the Ihotostats after Army could not handle them all and our 
New York Office had to assist them. What transpired is that on 
7-8-53 Bureau instructed Newark to request Army to furnish Ihoto- 
stats oj f. material for review. On 8-r7-53 Newark advised that Army 
indic'atedHt would tike approximately 3 weeks to complete Ihotostats. 
On d-18-53 Newark' advised that Army Photo staging had bogged down, 
was being delayed, and in order to expedites matters our New York 
Office was ..instructed to .Photostat approximatetenqop .Army ^°&^ r ^/sr/i 
on the Federal Telecommunications Jgtggggggri e JL^a^^MOw^- Z fr^P 



L 



The statement in my memorandum of 5rll^£$bt^.d ) have 
been more properly, phrased had it read, •*£$m® illWJ ^t 
to promptly furnish the necessary Photostats and Our New York 
Office had to assist them . " Th is. Memorandum '""" '" vc """" 
condensation of 38 pages in the brief. It i 
the interests of Conciseness the phraseology 
give the full meaning" intend"- 9 ' 




ACTION* 







am 
SBDzGAS i 



¥n #^^ {s i8fo.r : iy6ur information^ Jdo i 
Mva4ivm§hon iw conheotibn with this. _ rK 

<w* <os*t p/te) ywu , Cs 



r do not recommend 







tk 



ADDENDUM : (LVB:wmj) 6-8-54 

I recommend that iSuperyisoT^T^JUwiy, author 
of referenced communication, be censured for*nTs inaccurate 
reporting* (0£/£^- Arr&24£3>) 




L. V* Boardman 
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